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FOREWORD 



TliK piihliraluiii is jiilc*iulcHl to ftMilrihiilt* to {lie* c*\p.iiisii»ii c)t know IchI^c 
•iiitl iiticlmlaiuljii^s iic*iv>Mir\ tnr llu* orclc*i'l\ ami tciKual cii*\c>lcipiiH*iil «»f 
cMrlv cliiicllictiHl fcliuMlicMia! pni^nniis in Kfiiliicky .iiid c'Im'wIhtc*. T\\o 
rc*M'arili stiuiic-jii arc iiicliuiiii. J» a sliuU ot Avsitahlv kiiiftc'rtfarlcii ^oals 
as pi*ru«i\cHl li\ the piMiit|XiK. Iraclins* and luicnls cii Kfnlnrk\*s iU7.'U74 
pilot ktiicffruartc-ii programs, ami (2^ a stnciv of ilir irarnhitf nti-cls of 
t*iit«Tin)S firsit-Knicic pnpils as ;icTifi\cHi h\ a slincltinHl %.nnplc' of Hrsl- 
Itrucir tcMclirrs in Kc*n(ni'k\. TIm* first stncK was ctincimicHi li\ Dr. jesM' 
K. (:ali|(«r in |).irtial lniliilni«-nt oi the- rc*«|nirc*nH'iits tor tiM* cimtorate in 
cnlmation. Tht* Mitnid stncK was ifin(ini*tc*(i liv tlic liiircMO ot Sc-IicniI 
!!M*r\iif f«ir tlu- Kcntnckx IX*|)artnu'nt of Kcinration. 

A ct-ntrai prol»lc-in in flircthiK c^locational program in)pto\c'nM*nt or 
clc-\«*l«ipnic-nt is uiial-sc-ttin^. An\ c-ffiiimt program ninst lia\r dcarK 
cirHniHi ^oais and i»l>H-(1i\c*s. otlinwisc a prodnetixc* fcKiissiiiK of (*Horts 
and rc*Minr(vs c annut In- act'onipliNli«\!. Difficnlt cpustions nnist in* rrsoUrd 
if snch a fcnns i> to Ih- dc*\c*lo|M-d and snslaincd. Who slMinld M*t such 
ffculs':' NMkit kiiuis cil intiMination an* r«*«|nisitr for uoaI*s«'ttiir/:' How ninth 
\arialMiit\ slnntld Ih- tnihicUHl in prourani uoais and olifcctixcs to ai- 
coniincKlatc* the* inc-\itahh- individnalitx ul Ic-arnrrs' nc-t-dsr* 

The* two stodic-s which follow M*c*k to ^c*t at mhiii ot thcs<' <|nrstions in 
sinw kiisical wa\s. Kor c-xainplc% the- asstnnption is explicit in liotli stndics 
that {MTsons in closest pro\i9iiit\ to \onnK chiMriMi siionld Ih' hcMrd in 
rcfSard to the* ucncration of knuh-r^artcn ^cmK an«l ohj«*<-ti\cs; naoM'K, 
kindcr^^irtcn teachers. lirst^Uiadc* teat hers, paients cif kindc^r^iU'ten children, 
and prtiicip.ds. W'InJe the Kentnckv Kindergarten Task Force was nnipon- 
sihic* tor the c*hieidation li a s|H-ctinni of ohjecti\cs for tin* pil(»t kinchT- 
Uarten stnd\, thetr prcKlnct was, and is. cmisi ienHl as merely the first st«*p 
in the continnin^ t.isk ot clarif\tiiU Uoals and oh}tt'ti\es fcir kin<hTUart(*n 
pro^rannnini:. 

Likewise, ixith stndic*s achiress tht inseKcs to the* prohh'in of ohtainintf 
api^ropriate and adecptate information tor ^oal settin^. The stnd\ of the 
netnls of enterini: h'rst-^r.icie pnpils is a dirc*ct attempt to ohtain precis4*l\ 
tlu-M* insights. Dr. (iaiders stndv ^ets at the same prohlem in that he 
son^lit to determine the n.itnre and extent of differences iif ^lul «*xiM-cta- 
tions anionu piiniipals. ttMchers. and parents. 

The infc»rniatii»n ccMnpkl(*d in thc*se two stodic*s came front o\«'r a 
thonsand contrihntors. each with a si^ectal |)c*rsi)iHli\e of the tvptca! net'ds 
and characteiistics of voniiu c hildren. We ac knowledue the s]KH'iaI coie 
trihiititiiis ma<h* h\ these iiidi\idnals and wish to c*xpress cinr appreciation 
to the kindi-r^aiten teachers, first •jjrade teachers, princ ipals, and p«irents 
who hv their r *iierositv lia\e (*nahled t;s lo add to the ImkIv of kiiowledi^e 
Ml necessary if we are to iinpro\e eaily childhcMKl c*diicaticMial pnitfrains. 





\\f c*s|i«vi.ill\ wisli til ac ktiiiwKnluf liu* fwpluiiMl cfMiltiiiithdii ttiadc* 
l»\ |H«tMMitu'l III lilt* Kc*iitiiii\ l)i*p.itlitM'til c»l KcliH-alHHi: Mr. litik*. 
.VsMsMiil Sitt)c«rttilc*tutt*tit Uh ttisltiuluiti: Xti^^s Ka> (*i.titiiii|ilMtii. (4itiMtllaul 
til Karly CliiUHicHHl KcIuciUiitii; Mr. Patrii k Wt-sL Ji , c:oiisiiltam f*M ViisMv 
KiiulcTKarlffis: aticl l)ts. t).t%tcl SliatittcMi ami Artliitr (\)llc-rill. OHkv i4 
iMatititiiK atict K(*MMrilL 

-l*'t('ii KiliiuMicIs 



Editor's Note 

TliiN is llic htial c'cliliiHi oi ihv HuHrtiu of iIm- Hiirvuu of S<7iiH»/ Srrt'/iv . 
rlw liititMii lias Ihi-ii ahvirlHHi as luwi erf tlii' ik*\\ Cvulvr fur Proft^fiMcMial 
|)i*\«*lc»pttirtit. ( iilic-Uc- fit KciiicalMiti. rtit\cTMl\ i»l lie tiliukx and a (l(*i'M«iii 
has uol xvt Im-€-ii icmiImh! cm wlu'tlit r or ikiI to inMiliinu* (Ih* piililiratioii of 
a Mtiiilar iMtlk-ltn l»\ llu* (Utilcr. 

rids ciiiicltsclc-s fiirl>*M-\c-ti \cMrs oi thv HuUrtiu wliuli Ih^iii with 
•"Bt-port of Suivc-\ of Piihlii' SvImmiIs of Kliclln villc. Ki-iiUiikv/' Wfluiiif !. 
NitiolH-r I. Sft'plniilHT. 1427. shortly aflt-r llu* fslahlishim»iil irf thv Hiir«*uii 
c»t ScltcKil SiT\ici\ DitrttiK tlif iiitfr\fiiiiiK vrars. \arioiis (slilors lia\c' pro- 
ct*sM*cl otu- liiiiichfHi 9if\cMil\-iiitic* tiiatiiiMTtpIs hMclniU toward this U*rinitial 
••ilitioii ami tUv iiiiph'asiitil task of this tililor in lia\ iiiK to "ihirlv** to a 
puMicalion with sntli a hintf ant! prcHlnc-tixc* liistorv. \o «mh' tan wrify tltt» 
i xtvui to wimli the* Hulh'tin lias inHuc»tict*tl thf tiiiirsf of 4*chi«ation in tln^ 
CciHunoiiwc-altli and flst'wIuTf: lio\vf\tT. no one i-aii th-ny that it has 
Ihv!i a |)«witi\t' lort^' in liclpiiiu t'Xtciul and prolif«'rati' kiio\vk-«ls«* in tlw 
(tMitimtinu tausf of tnipni\in): tin- c|iiali!y tif c»<hifati«Mi. Iliis editor woiiUI 
prc-fcT to regard this cH-c asion not as thr t*nd of a tnulition. hut as simply 
aniitlH*r tnilc-stcNM- alcmtf ihv \\a\ toward tlw i-lnsiif Roals mxfss*iry Un 
thv iM'ttc-itiM'nt erf cthuattctii. S<i it is with Iwith sad ami happy fUititltMis 
that 1 nnist sjK'ak ftn iiiituirfds erf c-ontrthutors. iM-ncrf:irtors. ami (ilitors 
and say "tliiit\" fm tin- Hnlh tiu of thr Runau of Sr/««i/ Si-nur. 
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TNI TASK OF THE KINDERGARTEN: GOAL PERCEmONS OF • 
PRINCIPALS, TEACHERS. AND PARENTS OP KENTUCKY'S 100 
PILOT KINDERGARTEN UNITS 



by 

Jesie Keen Cobier 
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KniliK-ky 

l«74 



ERIC 



00003 



CiMptof I 
INTRODUCTION 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



TlittiiiKlMHit iIm* liistor\ lit piiiitk- cHliUMtfiin in tltt* riiittil Statc*s wu- 
ivrti uwf till- Idle* lit till* M.*iNit»l has Ihh*ii cif priiiiarv jiitfr<wt tci a \arift\ 
cif tfrmtiM and jncliiulitaU. (>itc* wiici n*acl a iitinilHT of tlu* lnMikH ami 
artkkfi writtni cliiriiiK tin* past iitt\ vrars uiijtht ^ain tlu* tntprfKKkin tluit 
tvw ptHipk* XMW satisHfci with tlu* tHhiiatiotial pnitfrant <if tht* pciiilk* 
vilitMils. 'tlicMiKli this uoiihl Im* a liastv jHcltfiiM*nt« it is ivrtahi that tlie 
aPKiiiiit of critkisni is rc-prc*sftitati\f of tlH* cliirmMKt*s of opiitHHi uhkli 
t*\ist initii'n'iittm tlu- aims, uttrkitla. and im^tlMKU ol AiiMTicaii m-IhkiIs. 
TItc- riiHh into the* space* aKc- durkiK tin* late* l^iTA^s and tin* iUttMnpanvintf 
intrrc-9it in the role* of tlie* siliiNits in national survival have* adde*d a ik*%% 
ehiiH*nstoii to the MMii h for eniisfosMsi in dvfinniK tlu* task of public* etlitca* 
tieni. Aelditionallv, eiinerriis of the* IWUfs for e*(|iiality of e*chtratiuiial 
opiMirtunitv lia\e' acklefl an e*\e*n iK*\veT dtitH*nsion n*late*cl to tla* War on 
Po\e*rtv, contiM-nsatory e*doi'ation, and preiKratns for dis;idvaiitaf{t*d i*hildre*ii. 
In tlie* IttTOs. till- \uki's of eihuationK iritii-s haw iMXtiine* intiie* stride*nt 
as tltt*> ha%e* soii^ht a rcHie*finilion of the* role* of tin* si*lKH>ls. 

StiiularK, the' role* of the* kiii(le*rs.irte*h has Ikvii a suli}i%*t of itiiiflict 
and controtiTsy sinet* its intrcKhiclkHi kito the* l*nite*d Stated dnrkiff tin* 
late* iK.'^rs. As e*arlv as ISU:^ stTkuis philosophii-al conflkis anionft pnn 
fe*9(sj<nial e*ditcMteirs arose- o\e*r what the* role* eif tlie kinch*rftirti*ii sIhhiIcI Ik*. 
Skiit* the torn of the et*iitnrv the*st* disaKree*tiu*titK luive iieit Im^i re*solml 
hut ha%e*. in fact, iHintne more pronoonit*d. pritnarilv Ux-aiise eif an ki* 
ere*asinK a%%aretK*ss of tlie pnKvssi*s hv uhk-li children uniu and IcMrn. 

T<hI«i%\ o\eT UN) ye*ars sitiif the intrcKiitction of the kiiideritiirte*n in 
America. the*re* is still no conse*nsits atnenitf editc-ators as to *AMiat is the 
task of tilt* kineh*rK«irte*n':^** 



The* Ke*neral prohlc*tn to wliicli this study was dir<*cte*el conivrne*d the 
eliffe*reiKt^ in |>c*ret*ptions of the task of the* kiiide*r]iSarte*n lK*ld hy the 
principals, te*acliers. .ind partMits of Ke*ntiicky s ItKI pilot kinch*rKarte*ii units 
wlik-li ut*re* intrcKhiet*d throughout iIh* state* at tlu* lN*KinninK of the H)73-74 
scheNil ye*ar. 

The* imple*inentation o| any ne*\v e*diicational program on a state*%vklo 
hasts is likely to ]iSe*tM*rate* couskle*ral)h* discussion coturriiinK the goals and 
olikrtive*s of tin* program and what uge*iick*s. gninps. and individuals 
should Ik* in\(iKe*d in foriiiiiiatiiiK tlu*ui. It se*t*ms re*aMinal)le* to assiiuu* 
that conflieling goals and ohje*ctive*s will h*ad to diiie*re*iit rc*siilts; the*re*forc. 
if an organi/atiott desires tei e*stahlisli a ne*u pnigram, tlu* success of the 
program, to a mc*at c*\t(*iit. is de*p<*iident u|)on a ge*ne*ral conse*i»siis of 
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tipiiiitiii tvu«iiiittttf its KoaK aiitl ohit*(1i\cnk hy tlicm* wIhi are tci tiitplt*tiu»iit 
•itul pailkipaU* tii the* ptok^iatii. the* pt*c*sc»iit study has Miuuht tc> dartfy 
the \ icwtXMiits cit those* tii\ol\c*il ic*uariUti|{ the tfuaU tif tin* kiiiclcrgartm. 

CcKil statriiieiitK fur the initial HH> pilot kiitilerKarteii tiiiitH were 
foritiiihttiHl hy the KiiulerK^irteii Task Fdret* cif the Kc*iitUi-ky State l)i*part* 
ssic*iit erf Kihii-atiou aiul pn*seiitc*cl as a iiicuU*! icir c*aeh teaeher tti fulhiw. 
( *oiiM*qiteiitK . there* will Ih* Mime iIc*j{rcH* uf staiiclarcU/aticiii cit tlic* >iiitts 
ill the UtiaK whieh thc*y pursue*. ThruuKh suc*h MiUKlarchAttioii. mnststeiiey 
ill (iiitpnt wilt lit* miiticiltect tci siinie c*\tc*iit ihiriiitf the first year cif the 
program. l'Uiiiiatc*Iy« howc*\c*r. the* Task Forte aiul the State Department 
ol Kihieatioii nmst dcH-ide to what ileun*e thc*\ wilt parttciiiiite in the 
M*ttiim of Uoals oil a statc*\\ide hasis. One ol the iKisii- teitetK of pithlie 
eihieation in the* I'nitect States hiis lH*t*n tlut loeal si-hcuil chstik-ts ic*taiii 
the aitthoritx tti plan prourams to niei*t IcK*al iic*e({s. More clirt*iily than 
almost aii\ other aac*iiey or piililie eiitc*rprisc* the iiatioirs schools lH*lonK 
to. anil arc* o|)t*ratctl l>y. the {HHiple of each etniininiiitx . If the )a*liooK are 
to \\t* the* "tit*optc*\ si*h(K>Is'* in the* truc*st sense*, it is c*sseiittal that i\w 
IM*oplc* shait* til the* hasic dc*i'isioiis wliiili aifc*et thc*in. This is not to 
imply that tht* wilt of the* public- shonlct rc*tKii supreme. The Imihlers of 
r(hieati«HiaI prouranis must take* into aixtiuiit sc*vc*ral \iewiKiiiits. not the 
h*ast of which ts tti(*ir own philosophy of eduiatioii. ht*fore ilc*c uliim uptiti 
a uMii'M* ut action. Hcgaiiltess of the iciurst* whieh is nitiinatety followed* 
riforts toward mutual understandisiK and auit*t*mc*nt can only ser\c* to 
ciihaiuH* the* cfiiality of c^ilueiitional decisions. 

Tli*s study. tlic*ii« is an attempt to pro\ idc* dc*scripti\c data whiih miKht 
aid educMtioiiat planuc*rs in idc*ntifyinK and fixing c'onsidc*ratioii to the* \ tt*WH 
of the* thrc*c* sui\c*\ccl groups rc*gaiding the* re*tati\e* inii>ortaiKV of the* goals 
of the* ktiich*rgarte*n. 

Froblem Sf otcment 

The* cpicstions to which this study was diieete*d we*re: (1) what are the 
nature and e*\tc-iit of eliHe*re*nc<*s of opinion lie*twe*i*ii and among principals. 
te*acliers. and parents of Ke*iitUiky*s KM) pilot kiiide*rgart«*ii units re*gareliiig 
the* task of the* kiiide*rgaite*irr' aiitl. (2> what arc the re;Iationships of se*le*i1eHl 
eh*iiiograpliii \ariahlc*s to significant diffe*re*iiit*s of opinions hc*twe*e*ii and 
among toe threv groupsr' 

Definition of Termt 

Kaiele*igaitc II Task Koi<i*-Tlu* Kineie*rgai1e*n Task Force was a group ap- 
pointe-d liy the* State* I>*partmeiit of Kehiiatioii to formulate a program 
for the* KM) pilot units to follow eluriiig the* 1973-74 scficMil ye*ar. It was 
comprised c»f lay )H*rsoiis aiiel professional i*ducatois including principals, 
tcaclicis and uiii\e*rsity iie*rsotine»l. 

I*areii!s-For the purixise*s of this study, parents were* de*(iiit*d as the* male 
and fe*mate he*aels of a house*lieild. In most ini»tanit*s th«*y we*re* the natural 
pare*iits of the* ehild. hut in some* ease*s ste*p-pare*iits. le»gal giiarelians. or 
some othc*r family tnc'inlM*r ma\ lia\e he*e*!i iiicltulinl. In e*\e*ry iiistanct*. 
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}i«mf«%<*i\ tltt«\ wtnt* .111 .tdtiit CM iuttiltH ivKpoiiKihlc* for the child. 
FilcH I'liit-A ptltit unit U.IS ctc iiiuil a% citu* cit the* claHKrcHitii tiiiits asKi^tiuHl 
to the lic'lHiol chHtrul hv tin* State Departiiieiit ot K<hK*atic>ti. Each tttitt 
ititiKi5(ttHl ot a kiiKkT^iartni classinHMti with otic tcacla^r am! a iiiaxiiiiuiii 
of tuciitv pupils. 

HiiudiKil^^A priiKipal was ctcHiM*(i a^ hciiiu the clm*f ailiiitutstrator for each 

mIhioI lit which a kiiidcruartfit pilot unit was located. 
Ta!ik— Tilt* terms t.ink, ucmIs. and ohjc(*tives weit* usfd intcrdiatiucahly hut 

ffeuerally within the oMitext that the '*task'* o( tin* kiiidcrKartcii itHisi^ited 

'if a nundHT of siH*iiflc ^oals and oh}crti%'es. 
T'^acluT-.X teacher was defined as hciou a profc*!»sional ^Khuatctr ivrtiRnl 

t V tlH* Kt*iitUi'kv Depaitiiiciit of KducaticMi in the ami c»f kiiKlerKiirteii 

edmatifHt, ami charKet! w itli tin* rt*si>onsihtlit\ of iinpleiiH*iitiit){ the 

iiistructiotMl piouiaiii in cmcIi kiitilerKartc*ii unit. 



Ptilihi l\ Hupih»rtcHi kiuderiiaiieu education in tli',* state of Keiitiickx has 
ItttMi KeiHTalK iuiiitfd to the more densely {lopuiatcd arciis of tin* state. 
Historically, tin* state k*ual code has liiuitt*d state appropriations for educa* 
tic»ii to programs for ihiUlrco who tM%e reaihed six xciii's of age In'tore a 
si>t*i'itic*ii date*. usti.ilK no later than Dt'ivinlu'r 31 of the yc*ar in whiih 
they enter scht»ol. If a hnal school s\stc*in dcsircnl t(» initiate a program 
tor f{\c*-\c*ar*oKIs. the* huidc*ii of financing the* pnigraiu lay with the hical 
unit. The a\ailahthty of ]cK*al funds, tlieii, was oftc*n a restiicttiiK factor 
ill tlu* creation of a kindc*mai tt*n program < Kentucky l)i*partiiH nt of Educa* 
tiou. 

liast*d on l9T(^Tt c*m'otIiueiit figures, the rnitc*d States Oifiiiv of Edui-a* 
tt<iii has reported that piihlii* school kindergarten eiirol]nic*iit for the fifty 
state's was (CI i)<*rc<-nt of the first graih* ciiroIIiiic*iit. In the siate of Ken* 
tucky. the same* re*i)oi1 showe*il that kiiKK*rgai'te*n enrolhiu*iit nas (i.l |H*riviit 
eif first grade c*iiro!Iineiit. The* eight state*s horderiiig Keiuucky a\e-aged 
over 1(1 iH*rit*iit e*nrolline*itt w ith a range e>f :VH percent in \Vc*st N'irgtnia 
tei ^)^) peTivnt in Illinois iliarr and Foster. I97(H. 

In 1452**3. the* state* cif Ke*titnck\ re*ai'he*d its i)t*ak in puhtie kuuler- 
gartc*ii enroHme*nt. with two eouiitx s\ste*nis and e*ighte*eti incle*tH*iideiit 
sclicicil districts enrolling T.CK^S pupils or H.U pc*ut*iit of the* first <(rade 
e*iiroltiiii*nt for that seh(H>| \ear. Of that total, the l.^>iiis\ilk* systc*in enrolled 
4.Ci7() or i)f*rcf nt of the* ptihiic kiiidf*rg4irten ilitldmi in the stiite*. Four 
\ears latcT, whe*ii tin* Louis\illc* s\ste*iii iiisiHHitiiitK*d its kindergarten pro* 
gram, total c*!iroltnie*nt the state- dropiunl to pupils or 4M iit*rc<*iit 

of first grach* enn»IIiin*nt. A low of 722 pupils ami l.t) i)i*rce*iit of first 
grade* €*iiro]hne*iit was re*ache*il ihiriog the* \Wi4*(i'^ school year (Kentucky 
I)e*partmt*iit of Kchuation. 1972k 

EiicfMiragi*d h\ fe*<le*ially fiiuiiK*ed Iie*ail Start programs, the reinstate** 
iiient of the* kiiide*igarteu program by the I^niis\ ilh* sihtnils. and a grow iiig 
ptihlic aware*ne*ss of the value* c»f e*arly chihlheMKl echic*atioii. enro|]me*iit 
figure's lH*gafi ste*aili}\ i'limliing. reachtog an e*iire>llmt*iit of 5.733 pupils or 
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8.H pmrtit tit iiist uiacic* c*iirc»lltiu*tit during tltt* b)7I*72 H*iu»ol yc*ar (Kent* 
tiivkv IVpartitimt nt Kciticatton. 

By 1972. tlif Mate leiti»latiin' pajiMtl ciuililiiiK te^istaticm wlikli ptcnulcHl 
for a thrtv%far clfvelopiiH^iit prt»urain uikUt tin* cltrciiion of tin- IX-part* 
iiieiit of KducatMMi. Vuuds wak a)lottt*cl for ihv ititniclmticiti cif KM) pilot 
kiticlcrttiirtvii units cluriuit tlu* IU7.1*74 mIkmiI \c*ar and au additional HHl 
uuttK ihT \i*ar in 1974*7-^ and 197.V7«. 

Ute?of urc Sitmr wi Rotionole for the Study 

DiilrriMicrs of opinion about kind(*r}(arten ^%ui\% such as those proi)t>si*d 
in tlif problfin statritic*nt nia\ ho rxptilfd to ocvnr^ ai%*<nxltnK io tlMwn* 
wIhi luivf writtcnt alnnit tlit* MihttH t. A survr\ *rf tin- litt*raturf lias tti\iii 
adccpiatf Mipi)ort to tlic tornnitation tif liMVitlifM's tfc*ncTatc*d from the* 
c|Ufstions ratsr.l in tlu- prol»U*ni statc-nu*nt. 

(^oufiirtiuc Ofuuioiis Amouu ProfrssUmals 

(tcintro\<is\ twri tlu* task of the- kincU-ruatUMi has Ih-cmi inscparahtc 
from thr kintlfiUiUtrn inovnurnt in the Tnitt'd States. Siniv the intro- 
thu'ti(»n t>t thi' hcu'lu'San kinder^artc-n in Anu-rica o\er ItK) \ears afto. 
edueattHs ha\e lufn in ccintltet «>\er what the tfoals ot a ««mk1 kindcM^ailcMi 
proKrani should he Jh atUex. !«W>; W ills and landlu m. UJfi7; and Weber, 

AdditionalK. tlie imiu-tus of new ideas, i^ineepts. and approaelu's iti the 
field of echu ation ha\e haci a trc inenihHis iiuiMivX upon the direction of the 
kindergarten chnitm the past fift\ \'eais. ('onse<juentl\\ approaches io 
kinderUiirten education at tlu- prc^sent \ar\* c^insich-raliK in their \ie\v of 
what shouUl i^unprise the kindcTUarten pro}{raui. 

Kikind (bMWJ has ich-uttiied two basie onc-ntations to prc*seh(HiI c*duea<* 
tion which he calls enrielnnent and instruction. Hc» descrilu»s the c-nrieli- 
nuMit ixwitton as lu-inK "present -oricMited" 4ind e<Mut-rnc-d with the child 

an inch\ichial. taking into aec-ount his personal nc*eds and limitations. 
The instruction position, cui the other hand, is ch-serilu-d as "tfoal-orientcHr 
in that it is ciuiccMoc-d with the chihrs pros|>eets of achtptinu to a future 
tuh in MKiet\. As a resuH of the di\er«ene\' between the twci |)ositions. 
he lH'lie\es tluit what is sliapin^ up "is a Iwltle In-twcH-n the traditiiuial 
tntddh-ciass nurserx scImk>1 tcMelu-rs who see prc-seluHil c-dueati<Mi as dc»\c'l<ip* 
uu-nt frotu within and the new l>rc-c*d of prcseluMil wcirkers who se«- cnbua- 
tion as enforcvnuMit fnnn without** (p. -122). 

Fines. HrucU-r. and Spcuiek (HKiH) ha\e ultuded to the ^rowinu ecuifliet 
in c«atl\ chtldhocHl edtuatian. intiui.itttm that a nc-w ^roup of ps\ c*hoIoKists 
intereste<i in childrcMiV intc-UcTtual developuuMit is turning the formerly 
c|niet field of presehcKiI edneation into .1 battU'tfruund. They state. "What 
\ery \<iun« ehthlren shcudd lu- taught and bow. is raptdl\ iM-c^itninK a 
national isMu\ now that the solution to ni*ijor problc-nis of scluuil faihtn*. 
dro|xnits. and functtonat illitc-rae\ secMUs to lie* in the- yc%irs Inforc- a child 
norniatly ente rs the- first «radc-" (p. 43). 




bi\n*r (liHiM) |Xiiiit!>i <itit that tduc-atcirK of \cmtiK clitlclnii duv a hisk- 
t*lialkMiKc cif (HiiiiiiiK tti tc*iiiis with thf pruhkMi) ctf for the cMliuathc* 
pitKrHS. By uitniiig tci xvrius she luvnus ' rc*ii>Kiii/ttiK tluit thetv arc* €*lic»ic*i*?i 
tci hi* iiiacle atti(>n({ <|tiite uMitnulictory iKiiiitN ot \ iv\\'* us to what ct>iistit*itc's 
appr(»priutc K^als tor tlu* kinclcr^artcu. iitid tliat it wotiUt Ih* wMiiul thiiikiiiK 
tu ht*Hcve that tcai'liciH* parc^tits. atici c*itt/c'tiK haw ihv samv t^oals for 
curly chiklhcKKl education (p. lf>7K 

MursoHii (tU(i9) suggests that wlieii a new program is intrtKhimh tlic 
uiiiiiii*tHiK ick*ohiKieH of tlie planners max* not 1h* apparent at tlie hf^gtnnin^ 
of its implementation, hut that the nnclerlytnK lu-liefs tnid to emerge when 
echieattirs put tin- program into action, hlu* ick'ntific^s fiw isMH*s which must 
ulttniateK he favt*d if earlx c hildliocKt tnlueation is to Ih* strenuthened: 

Firnt. an c-mmtinis ^lllpn*^^ttln that u di\isicm exists lH*t\vc*c*n InteHeetual 
(or couinti\c*) pur»uitH aud c*\pk>rator>' play In^havior. that one has mind* 
inakliitf pro|M*rtic*s and tlit* otht-r tkn-s ttot ht%'ansc the latter is le^s systt*ni* 
atically pn-M-iitt-tl; srctmiL the* notii-t*ahk' nc*tfk*(*t of snt»sidi/rd tfrauts toward 
the study of ai*sthc*tie ck*vc'k>pnu*nt in >'«>ium chilcben ht*caiise it is difficult 
to iiM-asttn- uaiiis w M*!i*c*\prc*ssioii; thirti, a narniw interpniatioii of what 
i'liiklhocul is. as a |)s\(.hn*s(K'iaI entity: fourth, that tht* ntirs(*r>' hvIhhA teacher 
is tK>t consulted often encntuh for tht* insiuht sht* can pmxide in the definition 
of research prohtims (the reseaa'her can put her ohser\'ati(n»s into a 
scicntifie franii-woik); fifth, that a compendium or set of uuidelines is necnk'd 
urtftiitly as a n^prcM iitatixe work which s\nthesi/c*s dixertfent x iexxs of major 
ptHipk' in cuirly t-hiklhood edncation. An assessment and statenit*nts refutinu 
or justifx inu certain positions are nt*eck'd to inform those in and outside the 
c*ariy chikihiHid c*ducaticm field on thi* nature of its contenit)orar>- umxvth and 
dexekipuient (p. 5i)4). 

Btitler (197(1) iclentifk*s three distinct areas in xxhich major diifetencvs 
exist in approaclu-s to kindergarten educaticMi**U)e(h(Kls us«'d. sc*o{)e of the 
pni(cram» and orientation of the proKrau). The methods of instnalton rauKe 
from a dirc*c1. almost total instruction, to an emphasis u|ion the role of 
play XX ith anx learuinu Ik'IuK almost incidental. Some prti^rauLs are struc* 
tttred primarily to foster ui^uitixe learoiuK xxhile others may include such 
areas as the enioticund» scK-ial. and In^alth areas of child ck'velopuient. hi 
terms of ori(*ntation« some programs are present *orientt*d xxith no reK;ird for 
preparation for schooling xxhich is to folioxx* xx hile others an* more oriented 
tuxxard nurttuK the present utrds of children. 

It is rc>aditx apparnit that c<uifiit*t« chanue. and dix^rsitx- charaeteri/e 
not only past hut present curricuhnn planniuK iu tlu* earlx* childluHKt 
education field. KinckT^artens are presentlx operatintf under xarious kinds 
of arranuements in i xarietx of settings and xvith advice frmu t*chicators« 
c*hihl dexekipment and family stM*cialists. psychok>Kists« MKtoktUists. and 
parc*nts. It is not surprising* then» to find such dixersity in ^he kinds of 
programs tioxv actually prox ided for children. 

Rarahl 'rlHm*Mi'trofH>ltt(m DiffimuvH 

KocicdoKists haxc for many xears. rc*co(ttu/ed that the hehavior and 
attitudes of inilixiduats ate influencc-d to a hi^h degree hy the c»nxironment 
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ill wtiH'ti ttif\ The siittiifti'.ttKt- erf siiih tiitliuMiivK is mi kicmI that 

tHiiicatcirs and stKiolouists \u\v hm^i u*uiKiit/(Ht that stHviah/aticiii is 
icH|uiriil hi oiik*r to iitorr ttilly MtiiU'tstaiKt the* iiattnv cit hiiiiiaii cuiUiKx 
(Wiith. mSi lUviJ*. Ittvl: ami CAouxu 1«»7). 

W'ntc'V!^ ill rural ami iirhaii mkhiIu^x' strcniKlv dtfciic! the titbit tiiettoti 
hc'twcvii thf two aifas. Co\v tl*r)S) statts tlut . . . "dith-iviufs hciwcTii 
tin* two M'Oiic'iits of cHu (iivat ScK-ift\ tin v\isi: iioiii tht»M' iliHcTriiifS in 
the MHKiI K\Ht(*tiiK cif rural attd iiriuii uHiiiiiiiiiitU's the s{hh iaIi/cHi sttuties 
cif rural ami iiiImii itiiniiimiitirs ha\c' ih*\rlci|)fih aiiri on this hasis soparatc* 
stmtv of iirhaii scK'ioIou\ iihiv tu* iU*fc*n<lcHr* (p. 5u 

Talk (lU**!! i-oiicurs in his statriiiciit that, "in soviitx, ntit only live 
toKfthc-r. hilt at the* saiiu^ tiitir \\r live* apait. ami hnnian rrlatioiiH ran 
ahva\H hv rc*i*koiit*tl. with niorc ch h*ss afvnrai\. in terms of ilistamc ip. '^2^** 

()thc*r siK'icilti^ists point out the ilrar asstK'iatinn iH'twmi iiiurs c*ii« 
\iifiniiu'iit ami his lH*ha\tcH : 

I iititHititc'tiiy the i'ii\iriHtmi'iital iactors and uMuIitioiis an* thi* infliu*niv» 
tluit an* rliii tU n Ht>oiisihtf Icm the rtiiitnistiin^ patterns oi lH*ha\i(ir to Im* 
ttHihtl lit tin* twti |xipi:iatioiis i iirhaii and rural) (Smith. Ui51 ). 

. . . iir!)an and ninil \\a\s irf' lilr n-pn*M'i4t il«Mrly distintfnisliahk* polt*%. 
Tlirsf <Iiiicit'iu-«*s iu twt^'ii city and (*oinitr> c*\tt'iid t*\«*ii to tlu* typU-ul imuk's 
of lH'iia\ii*r. tlHumlit. jihI pt rMiiialit> iIiarat ti Hstics of tlk- rural, xillatfc, and 
(•it\ ttwrHri ( I'lhaniMn Ooittniittc-c of the National Kcsoiirccs (Imnuiitttr. 

SiMiikiii ami Zinimc rniaii il92W» haxc ilclinc*.itiil tin* rural and urhaii 
worhls on the h «sjs cii the* folkiwin^ iritorij: (t) <KviipatioiiaI diiii*ic*tiei*s. 
rl) rnvironnicMital t|ilh*rt'mx-s. (I* diHeremt's in i-oimiiunity si/o, t D diflri- 
<-ncfS in densit\ of population, ("i dilhirmts in i>opiilation hoino^jnieity 
and hfttro^tiifity. ifi» (liHVifmv^ in MK-ial nK»l>ttit\. u) diUi*ivmt*s in the 
diroition erf niiirratioii. and S) ditieremrs in the system af intc-raetioii. 

The niral-iirhan \ariahU* has lH*c'n ioniitl to he a M^nifieant one in 
niiiiieiotis c*tlm ational studies. Criiikshaiik thifiSt hmnd significant differ- 
viMfS lM't\\ei*n nihan aiitl rural teachers in the* siatnre of piohU*iiis en- 
comitered in the classrcMini. McMire (I97<)» conducted a study of the 
iharacteii>tics ami role functions of eleiiK*iitar\ principal in nrhaii and 
rural en\iroiiiiients. He disco\ertHl significant ilifieremt*!* lK-t\vc*rn nihaii- 
suhiirhaik mhan-rinah and siihuihan-riiral i*kMneiitar\' principals. 

Tihan pc»pnIatioiis have In^en defined h\ the Umean of the (Uiisiis as 
IhiiiU thoM* are.is in which there are: 2,500 inhahitants or more in* 
coipor.itetl as cities, \ilkiUes, iHiroiiuhs. and towns, hot fKcliidin^ those 
|)c*rsons living in the rural piittimis of exteiukKl cities: \2) nniiicort)oratc*d 
plaices of 2.">CM) inhahitants or more; ami. {:\) other ternttuies, incor|)orated 
or utiincorixnatcHl. iiicliuhd in tirbani/ed areas. Aii\ area with a population 
of k'ss than 2,500 is considered rural d'.S. Department of (!ommenv. 1971). 

The Standard Metn>txiHtan Statistical .\rt*a (SMS.A» is .uiotlu*r dt\isioii 
which has provetl to In* useful in a miinher of stndies. A SMSA consists of 
an iirhaii area of tO0.(KH} or nuire p€*ople which includes j city of 5(MKM) 
or imin' inlLd>itants. It may extend across Inith county aiul state lines. Six 
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mrIi arc'ux art- l<KMtf<l iii Knitiiikx . For tlu' iMir|KiseK cif tltw HttuU*. tlu* 
Hi'lttMil ilt!(trtct.i and tltc*ii iiitiahitaiitH \V(*iv latt^oriml amitctiti^ tu the 
type atfu ill which \\\v\ wvtv lovatfct, ttM*irc»|)oIitaii (5(MM>U or «rt*atiT). 
urban (2.Ji(»0 to 50.U(KM. ami rural (lfs?i than l.^Am. IVachrrs. pritidpals* 
atn! parc*tit9i h\iu}l in mIiooI diMriclN within SMSAs wvtv asMuufd to he 
inlhimi^Hl b\ the* uHiihticMis wlitcli f\iHti%i within tlu* nutnipolitan iKMniib 
arir?«, rcgarcllfss of thr suv of thr scluml clistriit. 

Diffvrmci's RvlaU'il to Other DrmiWaphii' Variahli s 

Sxmwums sttnclirH similar tn the* prcsfut one have* fonncl sij^nificant diifrr* 
niif J* iu Mih-|K>putatioiiK ili\tdiHl aci-ordtiiK to a«i% «'X. ocvniKittoii. work 
rxpcricncf. t-ihuational lr\rl. iniinucv and nni\frMt\ attt-ndi*d hv pro- 
ffsHionat educators. 'HiomkIi all tin* alH)Vf*nK-nttonfd \artahltH( wrrf UM»d 
in thf fitudv. soiut- applic-ii oid\ to M-tritfd groups. Thf \ariabU* of sfx, 
for instance, was iH>t used with the teacher ^roup iK-cause all of the 
kiucleruarten teadiers were w<»nu-n. 

A sur\e\ i>f the literature related to the selected variables indicated 
that cMcb had some basis tor inclusion in the study. 

In a study of the task of pul>tic edncatkin. l>o\vne\ (lUfHM found that: 

1 ) There were sium'ficant differences anion^x educators ass<iciated with tlu' 
anunmt of professtotial training; 

2) there was a siunific.int association lu'tween the* occupational level of 
parents and their perceptions of tlu* iiu|)oi'tani*e of various task ek*iiH*nts 
of the public s<'hi»ols: 

3) amonu parents, the amount of scbcHilin^ was fciuiid to be a stuniftcaiit 
pr«*dictor of eibication d \iew points: 

4) the task cK-iiients peric-ivcxl \o Ur more tmportaitt bv the lay public 
than by educators were noii-intellc*ctual iteu)s; and, 

5 1 otln-r U*ss*pnmonnctHi ditfereiu'es ainonjj parents were found when they 
wc*re cateKori/ed acciM'dinK to aj»e, sex, reIij;tiou« and ratx-. 
Spiudler (1955) has hypothesized that the various participants hi the 
scbcHil and coninoniit\ will array themseKes in the follow iiiu order from 
the traditional to the emer|£eiit |)ote on a value oric*ntation i*ontimnnu: 

School iMurd meinlH-rs 

(H*m*ral puhlic and parents 

Some students 

Sch(H>I administrators 

Older tcMchers 

Vounucr teacltt-rs 

OtbcM students 

Prince ilO") supports Spincller's hy|)othesis in a study which revealetl 
that ohh'r teac hers were si^niHcatitlx more traditional in their \aliu* orienta- 
tions than \ouiiUer teachers and that oldc*r princ ipals were luoie traditicmal 
than younuer prim ipals. 

A fa\orabh- attitude toward scIkkiI was found to Ik- diifer(*ntially relat<*d 
to iuuiuif*. education. iiati\ity. iftiuitHis affiliation, and at^e in a stiidx b\' 
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'IWrieii aiw! Mills (UrCn. NUPImh- iH)W> adiu-\cil similar results in u 
httiilv ttsitiK tin* siunv \aitaht(*^. 

Iti a siidv of i^iiiitiiiiiiitv lUvistoii'tiiakiiiK^ \lac*l)«>iiakt (t95(i) totiiul 
that hacked tititiil fai-tc^rs siieh as a«e ami 4*ilui-atiuiial IfVrl lia%v a sigtiificaut 
fttW-t till thi- ik*i'isi(iiis i>cH>plf make about tlieir piihlie seluKils, 

Charters tiitiiul stj^iitfteaiit ilitlereiiees tti cnitkiok on various 

Mthitvts lH*t\ve(>n teachers and adintntstratnrs. He alsti fi^mitcHl oi\\ that a 
tiuuoU](li niiderstaiidiuK of the etteet of sueh \ariahles as uuniittnittv size* 
rt^itfioii. and others is a iieei'ssitv if \\f are to understand the \alues and 
attitudt*s oi individuals or to understand deiisiouMiiakihK i" c*chteation. 

In similar studies, it was found that experienee was a siuniHeaut in* 
HueiHt* ill the* \iews heUl hv professional eduiatcus re^ardiiiK the )£oals ol 
•HtmatiiHi. Wriuht ilWl) reimrteil that diliereiiees wt-re ftniud iH^twtHMi 
administrators aiHi exiH-rienetd teaiheis and iK'twttu ih'W teachers ami 
teachers with i-xperieiiee. lUaiis (HMii* found that ohler teaelwrs held 
more traditional edueational xiewj^tiiiits than vounuc*r teaela-rs. 

Parental disagreement with professioiud edneators it^irdin^ the «t>als 
of the M'hool has iK-eii n-Iated to ixncntal classifieatitMi aeeordiiiK to a 
uunilHM oi deniou«apliie varialilc*s. Kowland reixntet! that si^nifieant 

iliiferenees In'tweeii the two UiiHips have apiHsired when the varialdes of 
se\. aUe. ract- . echii-aticMi. oieupation. leliuion. and size of eoniiiiunitv were 
u»nsider<*ti. 

In a similar stud\. liardiim ilWiH) diseo\eit*il siKiiiiicaiit differniees in 
the way eiliiiatois and parents lankeil the (ihieeti\<*s of matluMuatics 
cHkieatitm. 

It was proposed in this study that the iiistitntitNi attended by the teacher 
milZht ha\e a si);niheant affect upon her attitude or opinions eonceniiiiK 
the task of the kinderKarteo. There is scrtue evidi-iuts though it is sketchy, 
that teacher training programs may. in fact, help to mold the value orienta** 
tion of teachers. A few kumitudinal studies of student attitudes unichicted 
duiin){ the past twenty years ha\f shown siuiitficant dilfcn-iices in student 
attitudes folkiwiiu; e\pc»sure to seleclcd echicatioiial experiences and work 
experience in a teachiiiK situation Ciillis Day (195«): and Willard 

Esuu <l95(i». as well as Saiid«rcn and Schmidt {1950). found significant 
change in attituth-s after piospecii\f teachers were exposcxl to an educa- 
tional psyc'h(»k»^y course in the first case, and a student teaching course 
in the second case. 

Kyans (I9(ii) found stKiiifioant dlffercnicvs in resi>ect to the tyjie of 
iiiiiversit\ attench^l hy ti>achers and their (*ducational vie%v{)otnts in his 
pre\ ioiisU-menticMied study. 

It seemed reasoiiahU- to assume that such differencvs as those citcnl in 
the literature survey mi^ht appear lu'twcen the t^iputations and siih- 
{Mipuhiticms nh-ntified in the present study. 'Ilie tiniM>rtanc(> of such atti- 
tticU-s. wla^ther they ipp(*ar significantly different or nc»t. is paramount in 
the planning and implementation of the pilot kiiuh-rK^irteii pn>Krani fn>m 
the standixiint of its ultimate* succ(*ss. 
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HypotheMt 

Tlie fcillowttig liyt>i»tiic-si*%. state-*! tii tin- tiuli f«iriti« wtw testctl in this 
study: 

H (I): TIhti' will l>e iic» MKiiifiiaiit di(ft-rt-iiiie lK-t\vt>ett tin- r«*sp(itiM»s( of 
prttiriiiiiU. tcMi-luTs, aiui |Kiiviit9i of tlh' l(N) ptkit kitulc-nfartni iiiiitN 
rt*garciitiH the task cif tin* kiiHlt-rKatleii. 

II (2): T\wrv will Ih* imi siKtiiKeatit ditit-tt-tiu' U'twiH-ti the rc*9ip()tiM*fs iif 
prtiiHiKils of tin- IIN) ptlcit kttidc-rKartt-ii units rt-Karditift tin- task (if 
thf kiiidrr^jartm wlic-ii tlicy an- i-atf]i^irt/rd acx'virditiK t«: 

(1) age. 

(2) st-x. 

(3) rural. url>au. or nu-tro|)cilit«iii uatun* <»f tin- m*IhmiI district. 

(4) aiiUMiut of profc*sstotiai tratiituK, and 

(5) the- uut\c-rsttv from wliiih tlit- prii«n|)al n^criMHl his last drffrtf. 
H ( J): Thvrv will Uii s!<;iiific-ant ditfiTniit- lietwcHMi the rc-s|)oiis(*s of 

tcMcluTS of the- KMI pilot kiuch-r){artcMi units rrgardiuK the task of 
tin- kiHdc-rK.irtrn whc-n tlu-y an- i*atc*Kori/c>d amirdiufC to: 
• l» aBe, 

(2) rural, urban, or uietni|)olitan nature- of the- sc-Iicm)! distrii-t, 
(*)) amount of profc-ssional training, and 

(4) till- itiii\t-rsitv from whirh tlu- trichrr rt-L'«-i\'c-<I her last degnn-. 
II TlM*re will Ik* no signifieaiit diifereniv- lMiwc«i-u the n^sixinses of 
pan-Ills of the HN) pikit kindergarten units n-garding the task of 
the kindergarten when thc-\ are eatt-gort/ed aeiiirding to: 

(1) age» 

(2) sex, 
<3» raitN 

(4) religion, 

(5) oci'ii|iatioii, 

id) rural, iirhaii. or iiK-tro|)ohtaii nature of the siIiiniI distriil, 
(7) echiiational k-vel, and 
(H) jiieonu* k-vc-l. 

Baiic Atium^ioiit 

li.isie assumptions uiiderlving this iii\cHitigatioii were: 

1 ) Clontiiinous examination and appraisal of the goitis of ediieation are 
iieit-ssar\ if tlu- sehcM»rs program is to iiic-<-t the needs of MR-ietv. 

2) Cjirriiiihim planning should Ik- a task in\olviiig widespread partieip.!* 
ti«Hi and a thorough underst.indiiig on the part of all in(c-i'estc*d iiidivid* 
uals and gniups. 

3» Opinions hekl hv pan-iits as well as Iiv professional edueators an- 
ituportaiit iiiHiK-nees in the de\c-kipiiieiit of the selicMirs eurrieuluin. 

4) TiKiugh parents niav not Ik* familiar with forniativ stated t*due:itional 
ol>ieeti\i-s, thev are familiar enough with the roh* of tin- sc-Ii«miI to have 
fonuulated sonic- ideas aiNiiit what tlu-v expeet their ehild to aeeomplish 
during tlu- kindergarten vc-ar. 
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5) The cTttrha cimhI Iiv iIk^ Kt'iitiK-ky IX^tvirtim^it of Ecincatkiti Un Hek^c- 
ttiiii cit iIh* iKirtH-tp.itiiitf (listrti-tit in tlu* imijt^t were Impact riNKiftlt 
to aannire ;< cli\t*r?(itv (it types (rf units in reftunl to tin* \arial)les \\'hii*h 
wen* tt^tiHl. 

H) Hv iKaininit an niKierstiUuiint; of tlu* pc^rcvptions u{ the mk* of thi* 
ktiKk-r|:art(*n hekl hy tlu* three* Ki^iiips, a(lniitiiMrati\(* pianntii|( and tlH* 
Mii*ii*s.H of the kinik*rgarten nnits iniftht Ih* etihaiKt'cl. 



*rlta* Miicly was Mibjeet to the folkm iii}^ hn)itatioiis: 

1 ) The stuciy was c^Miftnecl to UMI teaelKnrs, UK) imm-ipals. uikI a fifteeti 
|M*rivnt saiitpk* of the* e<ittniatecl 4.tMMI parents who |);irtiejpiitecl in tlie 
pikit pri»Krani. 

2 ) Pri\at(* kinikTKartc'Us were not iiK-hukHi in tin* study, nor were puhlic* 
si*iMNil kiiHk*rgart(*ns aheacly in existenit* or which U'^aii cH)iK'urrt*ntly 
with the initiation of the pikit units. E;a'h was exckicled lieeausc* 
neitlKT was suhjeet to the restrictions plactnl upon t!ie pikit units. 

3» <>|)inions of the iies{)onck*nts represieutc*!! attitudes which inay var>* in 
int(*n«ity and %lrt*nKth amirdin^ to tin* expi*rieiie(*s of tlu* indi\*tduak 
The opinions ^iithered fron) each of tin* respoiKk*nts, tlierefore« rt'pnv 
M*nted a ui\rn {Xiint in tin* exohition of his pc*ri*t«i)tions alxiut tiK* suhjtvt. 

t) Kiieh tcMctirr waji instructcHl to foHow explicitly tin* instructions n*kitinK 
to the dtstrihutiiHi of the imrent (|n(*sttonnain»s. Any ik»\iation fnmi 
those instructions, how'e\er, couUI lia\t* tni|)«tseii n*strictions upon tlu* 
IKireni fianipk*. 



llie r(*niainiki' of this study is comprised of thni* additional chapters. 
(liaptcT II is a pre.sentatiiMi of the desitfn of the study inchuhnK the 
d(*\(*k>puieiit of the* iiistrnnt(*nt. Chapter III c*ontains tlu* statistical flndinf!s 
and an anaKsts of tlu* data. Chapter l\' inchuk*^ a suuunar\\ itinclusions 
and niiiuunendatitMiK for further rcMMrch. 



UmitotioBt of Hie Stodjr 



Otttliiie of Hie Remeinder of Hie Study 
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Cliopter 11 
DESIGN OF THE STUDY 
Saiection of the Porticipoiitt 

tic*\\ cHluc*atioiMl pniKraiti ik iiiipU*iiH'tittHl thrtiit);iMHtt u Mate, 
tt \er> hiisic* c|iieKtioti wiut-li utiM^ is "WIki is to cMeriiiiiK' what tlie giKilx 
aticl olijtH-ti\fs ol tlH' pniKraiii silMHiid hv'f* Tratliticntally, Mate* ami Ick-uI 
iMhircK lit cKiiu*aticni vuavt iHAky, but irftvti sttvh timsioiMnakitift \nH\ivs 
cUskaKttH' oil titt' fitticlaittftit.il ixsiuHi wlikli arc at tin* heart cif tmr svMcmii 
cHF piihik' fMiiuatioti. 

PnKt*iHhtiK the aKKittiiptiiMi that utk' of tilt' iiHist import at it clcter* 
millers of iHliitatioirK ta^k kImiiiIcI lie the piihlic whieli it serws, this Miicly 
has sought to survey ami siil>sec|iK'iitly thnierilH* tlie pi'rct*ptioiis of the 
parents wlio lM\e iMrtieiiKitcHi in Keiitiiek\\ tiistial kiiulerKiirteii effort 
ahine with th«' lU'teeptions of tiK' professional echieators wIhi had a clireet 
in\cilveiiteiit in tlK' ktnclerytarteii units. 'Hie Keiitiuky IVi)iirtnieiit of Ed- 
iicatioii plaee<i the l(KI pilot kiniierKaileii units in Wi seiiool distriets 
across tlie state. TIk' Jefferson (!oiiiity sc*Imm>I system rcHt^ived thn^e of tile 
units, tlie bHiis\ille IndeptMKleiit ami Fayette County sc*li«iols had two units 
each, ami tin' reiiiaiiiing 93 units were liR*atcHl otH' each in the otlK*r 
selected districls. K;ieh unit was ptacfd after a tlHinKi^h siteeiiinK of ap- 
plieaticms so tliat a represtMitative sample of the state's 189 sehcMil distriets 
\\<Ntld lie realiAHl. 

Eac*h of tlu' pilot units was uikUt tiK' direilioii of a principal ami a 
certified kimh^r^rteii teaelier. Fitpil enrollment was liiiiitc*cl to twmty per 
unit; then'fore. a parent ixipukition of appnmiiiately 4.(MN) was possihie. 
Tliis stiuly has ineliided the l(N» priiieii)als. KM) teaiclHYs; ami a liftcHMi 
IHTit'iit sample of the ivireiits iii\'ol\-ed. Parents \ciluiitarily enrolled their 
chtMreii in each fif the units l>»vause attendamt* was mit iiiamlat<Nr\'. 11h' 
parents who partieipattnl in the study were seic*i1ed iisiiiK a systeiiiatie 
randoiii sainpliiiit pnK*e<hire which ctiiisisted of tlu' seleciion of tlirc«e dibits 
from a table of random iiuiuIhts. Kmh tcaclK'r was directc*d to send the 
qiu'slioiiiiairefi^ to tin* piireiits of tlie c*hilclreii whose names appc*arc>cl next 
to tlu' ctirres|)oiidiiig iiuiuImt on her class roll. 

To seciin' the data, a packet of iiiiiterials was cIcvcIoikhI with c|uestioii- 
iiaircni for the priiicip;ii. teacluT. and thrci' male and three fcMiiale parents 
from each of tlie pilot units, 'flic te.iclier was askc*d to send the parent 
c|iic*stioiiiiaires to the iMreiits via the students, and to liiivc tlK*m returm*d 
in the Siuiie maiiiuT. TIk' packet also c'lntaincHl a ctiver lc*ttc*r froiu tlie 
Hureaii of Instruction of tlie Kentucky l)i'p.irtnM'nt of Kilucation ^(iviiiyt 
approval to tiM* study. Follow-up letters were !veiit on tuci cKvasions to 
those who had faikn! to rcsimnd. A liiKli rate of resiMinse was assured 
from tlu' oiiM't of the study IxHause tlu* superintendcMit of eac*h scIkniI 
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cli!Strk*t \\ltk*li nit*i\ctl ;t pikit unit liacl pre\ icnisK' aKriHHl tci oKipfiiitc* in 
ail cvaliiitticMi viUnXs wliiili wt-rt- jpprc»\cHi l>\- tin* State IX'iKirtiiieiit cil 
EdiK*ation. 

The SyAthoili 

Siticf tlir K«'iittick\ KitidrrKartcMi Tusk Vonv iir\c*I<»iK*tl a IfiiKlliy liM 
ol tfcial Matcum'Ut'i tor \\w pAtA units to UA\o\\\ it M^t-nunl nuist appn»iKiatc* 
that Um« tltnv AronpK involvcnl in ini|:!i*nK*ntinK ami i^itrticipittints in tlie 
pn»Kram Ih' as<kfcl to n*spf»ncl to tlu»M» «ciaK. 'IIk* K<ial jitatniH»iits w rittcn 
In* the Task Fc»nt» it»\'civcl iiw niati»r t4tsk areas cit tlie kiiKicTHart«*n. If. 
as tin* Utcratuiv lias iiidii-atcik nia)(»r cHtftwiKt*s exist in tin* tliri-e iHipula* 
tiints^ such clitferemf s wen* likeh' tci In- rclktted in tin* pritirit) iluiices «rf 
tlM» rcspiimlcMits. 

Tlw fi\'e task anMS iclc-utifiecl h\ the Task l*urif were MK-ial niatnrit>\ 
intelkH-tnal skills, cincititiiial niatnrit\. afstlu'tie devt'k»pini»«t. ami luMlth. 
safety, am! ph\f:iial iHhii-ati<iit. hichukil in the fi\e an-as was a tiital of 
appnixinuteU HHI Kcial statenu-nts ck»\c«k>pcHl tc» st'r\f as KiiKh«Hntn( for 
«\H'h ol tiK' pilot units to foUow. 

In orckT to s\stc'uutii'allv refitu* tin* KM) statcuMiits into a comvptual 
fraUH'work for use* iu the* uMtstruilion of an instnunmt. the\' \vc*rc* tfnnipiHl 
into tlint* rKtsstfic'ati<»ns ttsiuK an appnuih similar to that ck*vckiiH(l liv 
l)k»\vtH-> ( IWiih ill his stud\ of Thr Task of Public Eilui'iitloH. IJowiif > \ 
rc*|)ort was lusctl chi thrcH* clisscYtattons completed nndcT tin* auspiifs «if 
tilt* Midwest AdniiuistntttcHi ('enter at the l'ni\ersit\ of (Uiii ago. Tin* 
destgu uf this study was adaptcnl froin those* studies and tin* form of the 
(|uc*stkiunitirc» and tlu* anal\sis of the clat.i wfrt- c^ssctitialh tin* saiiu*. The 
l'uivcTsit\ of Chieatfo studies utilized hwu elassific-ations for eat«iCon/.inft 
the Koals of the selMKil. '|1m'\ wtw tlie intelk*i1nah tlw* ww ial. Xhv ptTStinah 
atul the pnKluctivf. Tlw pnHhuiivf diun*nsiou deaU priniarih' with vcR-a- 
tional and lannT pretxiration. rliis dimt*nsion was ritiniuat«Hl froui tin* 
prc*st*nt sttuK. 

The HNI ^lMl statcHKMits wctc- eatctfori/ed into tlu* thnu* classiHeattons. 
CoitscHiuentU. the task ck'ttu'Uts apiHiiri-d in a ciineisi'h suniniari/ed fcmu 
resulting in tlw folkiwiuK s\tttlu'si/«Hi statt'iticnt of the task of tlu' kinder- 
tfarten as ch»fincHl h\ tlu* Task Fori-t* CcuumitttH*: 

Coal stittnnents which apptnircti with rci:ulari(\ iu the eate^ory of 
"Intc'Ueetual IXxflopnu'iit" wvrv uimtTned primarth with four s€«iliirat(* 
and distinct ek'tnnits. Tltt' ch-nu'tits ami the nuuilHM «if tfo:d sli«t(*nu*nts 
w liich each of them n'presents an*: 
1 ) l)i»\c4opuieut of tlu* skills of ccinununicatioii (10) 
2» .\hilit\ to soKe pnihleuts ami to Uiink creatively (IH 

InteikH'tual ciiriosit\ and a desire tti h'artt (5) 
4> i)e\ek)pnMMtt of tiu- fuudanuMital intelk^ctual skills (7) 

The 'ScH iai IX'\c-kipinent*' eate^or\ . which consisted of Ko.iis u-iatcnl 
til the chihi\ interactions witli his i)c*ers 4Uul to aduhs. etuphasi/ed an 
ailditiooal four ek-uHMits. 'I1h* elements and tin' tnnnlM-r of ^ikiI statenu^nts 
which each represent an*: 
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5) KrsptHi lor Uir tiuIiK cit ciIIic'Ih {%) 

H) Acwptaiicv ut tt'sixMisihitilv (7) 

7) FuiictniiiiiiK eH(vli\rIy as a itmulM't* oi a urotip (4) 

H) RciulioiifiliipK with adults (4) 

TIn' fatc«Kory of "Frrsiiinil I)i>\c'li»pttit'iir' was also sytillifsi/c^il tiito Umt 
iAvntvuis, cull utii({urly uiiKcini'ci with a paitiiuUii .isimhI «it Oh' ihiUrs 
clcvrkipiiietil. 'Die* I'lciiinils aticl ihv titiiiilM'r cif ^ckiI slalniu'iils n'pn'sciitcct 
hy ihetn are; 

9) |)i*v(4opitinil of piiyskal skills (H) 

10) (tiiltivalioi} of an ac^slln^lii' a\%'ar(>tK*ss ( 12^ 

1 1 ) Dewlopiiietil of a |)osili\c srIfHiniu'pt (fi) 

12) l)c'vc4c»|)tiiciil of c'liiotioiial slahilily and iiialiirily (ft) 

FiflcHMi of (he ^iul slalc'ttic'tils failccl to fli jtilo atty of iUv llinv vatV" 
Korics. 

The Conccpfuol Frome«ork 

The next step, whkh led to die de\«4<»piiteiil of a eoiu^'pliiai frame- 
wchI. was III fiirtlic-r syiil)iesi/e die Iw'c4vf> eleineiils jiil(» a Kiuil slaleiiieiil 
w'hieh was assiitiied to eotilaiti die iMsie eleiiunils «»f die task c»f die kiiidcT- 
Uarleii aix^orditiK to die Tiwk Fori-i' ( lomtiii I Uhv Hie imu'eplnal framework 
then served as die- Ikisis for die <Ie\«'Iopiii«'til of ihv iiislrumeiil used in die 
sitidy. 

Ill adapliiiK I)owiiey*s frainew<»rk to the present slmK\ die elements in 
the* category of lntellc*i*tiial l>e\eh»pnietit wvw refined and ordered into a 
inore definitt\e statenu'iit of the task (»f the kiiKler)2;arteii in the intelleetual 
dtm«'Msion. Eaeh of the elements was ecHieertied with the ehild and liis 
eiMitaet with the world of kticmU'djife and eaeh was jiulKed to deal with a 
S4'parat«' task area. The final synthesis of the elements in the lntellt*i-tnal 
Dimension were: 

A. liiteltc^etnal Elements 

1. Desire for Kn<»w'K-d]i£e: N'atnes: A h»ve for leariiiniiS 

2. Ccmiinniiieatioii of KnowledjiU': DevelopiiiK the skills of eoininnniea- 
tion 

Vsi' of Knowledge: <!reative thinking and prohleiii'solviiig 

4. Knowh'due of the liitelieetnal PnK*esses: Factual information; in- 
teUectnal content. 

Kach of the elements in tlu' categc»r\' c»f ScK-ial Deveh>pmeiit was con* 
i*eni€Hl with the child and his relati<mships to others in his world. Con- 
M'ciuently, cai-h was rrstutc^I and n*cordcd as fol!i»W's: 

B. Soci;d Elements 

5. (!hild to Child: Learning to work with peers 

(i. (!hild to (trcHip: Kc*spcmsihility as a gronp memher 

7. Clhild to Adult: Ht'latioiiships with adults 

8. Ohild to SiK'tety: Respoiisihie citi/.cn.s!iip 

The Persctnat Development categor\'. with areas of de\elopinent not 
r(4atc*d to the prexiotis two catc*gt»ri(*s hnt considered! as essential hy most 
educational planners, was syntliesi/ed into the foUowing order: 
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(!. Pfr?wiiial Klftiifiits 

9. Flusical: l)i \flupiiu nt of phxsii.il skills and c^iKircttiiaticiii 

10. KiiKttiiiiuil: Mnitai atid rtiuitiotial st ihilttv 

11. SfU'-fiiiKvpt: FciKitive \iv\\ ot sflf 

12. Ac'stliftk-: Apprti iaticiii cif art. iimsii', and hvauiy in tlif rnxininiiKMit 
Siihscipn-ntlv, tlir tutal task of thf kitiilfitfaitfti as st.itfd h\ tlif Ta?»k 

KoKf waji oHistnifd as In-inU K'picsnitfd in tlif twt-Kf fU-nifnts. Karlifi. 
It was sliciwn in tlit- littiatuiv sitiAfV that di\ trut lit \it\\s t%ist ri%irdin« 
the task of thf kindtruaitt n. It tin- sviithtsis was to M i\f an\ UM-fu! 
pnriH>sc. thost- dixrtsnit \ii'wi)oints must In- iflUttrd. riir t-oncvptnal 
iiaiiu*w(irk as stated in Kiuurt- I .ut-<tiiiplislit'<l that pnrpoMv 

A. IntflkiHnal DinH-nsioiis 

1. I>fsirf for KuowUclUf: A cU-siif to k-arn 

2. (:«>«iniiiiiicati*Mi Of KiMiwhtkr: l)r\« k>piim skills ot toiiiniunication 
Tst- Of Knowlrdm-: Civatixi' tliinkinU and prolik-iii-sohiiit: 

U. ScK iai Dimensions 
I. Knowlc-dm- Of 'rhc- Knndaiiinital PnK^sses: hitrllntnal ccmtrnt 
"i. Child To Chikl. Individnal ptvi rrlati««iships 
fl Child io (aiHip. HfsjHHisihilitv as a Uioiip nu-iiilM r 
7. (Iiild To Adult: Mat iouships with .idiilts 
S. Child To S<K irtv: UrsiUMisihlt- i iti/niship 

i\ IVrsonal Dininisioiis 

^1. Ph\sii'al: Pt-rsonal licvlth and dt'\fk>pnuMit 

Id. KiiioticMial. Mental and cMti(»tioiial stahilitv 

11. Self •UMK-ept : Positi\f \ifW ot self 

12. Aesthetic : Cnltnr.il pursuits 

KiUnre l-A Coneeptiial Framework (M The lask Ot The KiiideiUarteii 

T!ie • u4t*M area of disaureeiiieut in the fiekl *il preschool education lies 
ill the lusie urientatioiis uf the intellectual approac h \s. the mk ial-einotional 
approach. The synthesis, then, presented a hasis for the dc*\ekipiiieitt of 
an instrument that woiiUl discriminate auwrnu resivindents when they wc-re 
a!*ked to assiuii priority of iini)ortaiic-e to each t»f the tweKe ek-ineiits. 

fnstrumentotion 

It will Ih- recalled that the study had as its piujiosr the identilitatioH 
of the nature- and extent of differeiiees in i^ereeption of tin* task of the 
kjiiderK.irteii aintinU and lutwiHii the selected groups. Ikcause of the 
UtHiuraphit al distrihutjon of the res|>ondeiits. a f|nrstioniiaire-t\pe format 
was sek-cted as In inU the iiitist feasihU- im-thod of uatlierinu the- necessary 
data. 

Consideration was ui\eii to a nnmher of methods ot ik-\ek>pinK state* 
itH-iits with which to elic it resiMnises from the three uroups. After intensive 

l« 
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iti\c*Httuatioit into \ aiitMis t€*c}tiiic|iu a turitHl-clicmv ftmnat rescinhlitiK the 
aptircKuli iisttl In i)<i\\tic \ in Ins .iii>tc'iiic*ntt<MUHt stnciv was soU'cIchI us the 
iiicist appnipnatc tor tliis stmK . 

I hv priiK'i|MK. ttMC'Iu'is. hihI paiviit^i in tin* stntU wvw^ askti! to iiKlicatc 
ai1'ottl^n^ to photitx what tht'V p» rcvt\cHi to Ih« the ktndiTKartfn s task, 
hi oiiU'r for parents to Ik' alili' to svlvvi prioritirs Inist'd on wltat tlii'x eon* 
sick'rcHt to he the most hniMirtant items for tlie sehiHil to teaeh. a frame of 
referencv was de\eloi)i*(! whieli "set the staKe" from whieli tliey eoiild work. 
Ksseiitiallv. each parent was presentetl witli a hvi>ottu'tieat dilemma in 
whieli theii eliild s khideruarteti teaeher was Umvil to omit some areas of 
instrnction lu'eanse there was imt fuoiitfli time in tlu' kindergarten clay to 
eo%er all areas thoroti^IiK. rhe\ wrw then ;iske<l to tndieate wlmt task 
elements the\ c*tiiisidered to Ih* the most imiiortant for the teacher to 
retain and wliieh wfie h'ast important and ttmUh if m'wssarv, Ih' c*iiminat(Hl. 
Simitar tiaiiM's of reference were also d(>\elo|>ed for the <|nestioimaires sent 
to the ptttieipals and teaeheis. Dcmney defends the nse of sneh 

a frame of reteiente with the following statement: "The iinportanec* thus 
assigned eaeh (liiiif*nsion ms) not a iiieastire of the soeial value ace<wde<I it. 
hnt lather a iiieasnre of how imixirtant it <is) for the seluKit to assume 
icsponsihility lor teaching it" ip. 2»S). 

Additionally, each of the twelve eh'tneiits in the (!o:ieeptuaI Frame- 
work was translates! into a task statement fri*e from edueational jargon 
and whieli eoiikl he e.isily iindetsttHKl hy the general pnltlie. 

Thf Qiti'stioimain' 

The c{nf*stioiitiaitc etnisisted of two secticms. The first MHtion uas eon- 
ctMiied with the cotleetion of the tlemographtc* and |MTSoiial ehara<'teristit*s 
ol tli<» lespoiuieiits. The M'cond seetion c*onsiste(I of twelve raiidomly 
ivdered stati'ineiits representing the twelve c^h'tnents syntluHii/c*d from the 
original U)i> gojl statements of the Task Ft>ree. The twelve elements and 
the statements which represt'iited them were: 
I ^ Desire* ior Knowledge. .\ desire to hMiii and a lo\e for learning. 
2^ ( omnnntieation of Kiiowhnlge: lastetting. siHMking. and sharing iileas 
with others. 

f\«* of Knowh*dge: Helping the ehihl to learn to figure out things for 
himself. 

4» KiHiwIedge of the iMnidaineiital ProeesM-s: The hasie tools hir fnttire 
learning- the U\. 

( hihl to Chihl: f ^Mining to work with, understand, and appreciate 
indiviclii.ils of all kinds. 

(liihl to (inmp: Sharing, playing, and wcirking ctKipiTatively in groups. 
T> Child to Adult: Helping the ehihl to understand and work with the 
adtths in his life. 

S» (*hild to SiK-je!\ : Learning to atvept the responsibilities of everyda\ 
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HIV. 

9) Pliysicai: Appi<*( tatidti (li gmul tK*iiltli lialiits and caring: tor mivs hiuK . 
10) Emotional: Emotiotial xtahilitv; Mv to <t>|>e with tlie pnihlfins of 
fvcTvclay life. 

11 ^ Sflf-ctMKVpt: Priilf in inivs Self and his aciiHiiplishmetits. 

12 > Afstltt*tic: Knjo\tm*nt of tlu» Huvr tilings of liff-art, unisii\ v\i\ 

It was tniplic*d cMrtu*r that tlu* (pit*stiounatrt* umhI in this study was a 
ilosf adaptation i)f tlif T.f.K. Oimioumirr drsiKnifl and validatcnl in the 
rttivmity tif Cliiiawo studit*s U'lMirted hy Dtmney. The instnutinit used 
in the prest*ut study, though elosely adapted from tlw oritfinaK was suh- 
mittcHl for further \alidation to a panel of fudtfes who wfre ({ualifiiHl to 
e\aluatt* the items iu terms of eContent and Htrui^tun*. The adecjuaey of 
the i-otitcmt was further striMiftthened In^eause the KtndcTKarten Task Foree, 
whieh de\c4o|H»d the oriuiual «oal elements, was (*ompos(*d of approximately 
twenty of the nwist know ledgeahU* kindcT^arteu iK-ople in tlu' state repre- 
MMitiuft a varicly of professional and lay haekgrouuds. 

After tiirrcvtious and rewonlinfi of some stati»ni«»nts, tlw instrument was 
adunutsten*tl to a rc»presentativc» Rroup of part*tits and a tfroup of eihleators 
iui'ludine lM>th principals and teachers. Approximately tw«i we<»ks later, 
the cpiesticrtuiaire was snlMUitted atfain to the same groups and u reliahility 
c(K*flieteut of SS !K*t\\i*en 1'inie One and Tinu* Two was estahlisluHl for 
the nistrumeiit. 

Aftoiym ol the Ooto 

Following the* dc^sign UM*d in the study hy Dowm»y, tlw respondents 
wfre asked to rank the twel\e goal statements into a Q-arra\ . The foHowIng 
forml frt*i|uc*n(A distrihntiou resulted: 



1 2 3 4 5 6 

Mast Lvast 
Zsqiorcant Ixapottant 

Kikh eatetfory of ihi arrax was asstmic*d a wei^^hted \alne, thus, each 
task dtmeusiou was ui\en a uumt*ri<al value afx*t>rditiu to the category 
into which it was placed. The rankings of various iudt\ifhtals aiul sul>- 
puhlics couhl tht*n Ik* composited and compared. 
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|)ii\\tH*v tHitvs that suiiu- is tu*(<t»^K;ir\ hi tiit(*rprt*titiK c*tmtt)ti?(it(» 
priiirity raiikitiuv lie st.iti*s tli.it "IViorttv rmiks« arrivitl at in \\w ttiatitier 
4lHi\t\ have iu> Htrk t ahMttittc \ ahu' iMuaiiM* th<»\ are \mvi\ uriflittallv iipiHt 
(Htliiial rather than cardinal nnnilHTM** (p. 29). llv K«H*s on to say timt 
Kt*tHhtll rt'<ici|\'(H( thin cijh*ninia h\ ohKmitifK: 

It is iust«Hhitr\ . . . to cit iH>t<* tin* ranks ul unhtial mmilH*rs 1, 2 ... n, 
whfrt* II is tin- uuiiilK r of tihii^cts. Thus tlH* nhifii cir iiicii\iitiial \vtiK*h wm^ 
III fifth ill thi* niiikinit has thi* rank 5. . . . \Vc* sluilt often o|K*rate with 
thiH»f tiuiiitHTM as If the>' an- ('ardinals *if fmiinar>' aHthntf titv aiklintf thein, 
siihtrai-tinu XU'tiu aiul vwn iniiltiplvtnit th<Mii. aiul it is <»f MtttU' fnip<»rtam*e 
t«i riMli/i- tAiU'tty \vh4it snili pnKi*sM'9h tm-an. 

SiippctM*. for e\anipti*. when an cihjeii hati a rank nf when the iiet 
ot ohjei'ts iK rankcnl at*it>r<Untf to ««m' quality \ ami a rank of 8 iKxttrclins 
to a ^Htnii! qiuitifs' B. What is iiiipHecl hy Kayins that the* cliften^ncH* of flu* 
ranks is .)? We cannot snlitract "fifth" from "eiuhth**; hnl a ttu*atiin|{ can lie 
tti\eii tlh- pnufss iii-\ertlt«-kHif(. To viy that the rank awirtlintf to A is !i 
is <Htiii\aIent tct sayintf that« in arraiitfiiitf aufirdintf to \, four nieiiilH*ni wen* 
UKen pri»>Hty o\er our particular iiienitier» or an» pn-ferretl to It. Siinilart>\ 
si \en iiH*ni{H-rs an* pn-ftTntt in the ranking amtrdintf to B. CcinM*f|it<nitly« 
th<* iiiniitM^r ot pn-fen-mt's in the B ranking (^xmnK tlu* niinilM'r in tin* A 
ratil(ttitf hy i; ami this is mx an oniinal niimlH-r hut a cardinal mniiher* 
i.e.. anses hy couiitintf (p. 20). 

SMixtital Trvalmt ut 

The (lata \\(*re ttaiisferi'ed to anlinif sIkh^s, tli(*n to optical Ki*aiiitinK 
5dtt*etv ami finalK to (*onipiiter cards. Tii(*y were itittialK tn*at(*d with tin* 
soliproKrain TIIK ANOVA IMUKrKDl'KK from the SMMk^il AtMlysis 
Systrm (KAS) pac-kage defisKtied and devek>ped In Harr and CcuKlniftht at 
North (lai'ohtia State riiiversit> (Ser\ice 1972). The SAS pmgram iMTforiiw 
an analysis of \artaii(*(> of main effecis as well as testiiiK f<^r iitterai*tt«>n 
amottK the \ariahh*s. Km* the pitr]>oses of this study, interactions Ix^yoitd 
the t\\'tide\el were iunored. 

Further analysts of the data was tH*rfonm*d hy applyitiK a inethcnl of 
multiple iiiniparisou of it(*tn tm*aiis. l*his techniqm* pro\'tdc*d a sysletnatic 
pnHi'cltirc* for pairwise multiple (*(nnparisf>Ms aniontf |{ninps. (>f the nniltipte 
c«itnpahsfui promliires availahle. the Slu*ff(** nu*tlKK! was sc*h*(*t(*d for use 
lu'cattse of the* ability of the t(*clnitque to haiuHe um*€|ual us and Invause 
it was tlu* most (*onser\ati\e test available. A disiitssion uf the* Sln*ffe* 
t(*c*lmt<|m' mav Im* foumi in Cllass and Stauk^y (197(1). 

KsM'titially, the Slu*ife* uu^tluKl ti^ts for siKnificaticv of dtiferemv 
lH*tW(»eti sub*poptil.ittou iiieaiis eoipkiytii^ the fctrmiila: 
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where vlT * the ditfifrence between the meaiiD of the sub* 
' populations being con^ared 



• **inean aquares within** 



« the constant that muttipli«$» the Jth rnean^ and 



« the nuniber of observations in the jth group 



The* iihsoliitc* \aliic (if the a)Hi\c* uSut is thru c*<itiiparc*(i tci th(* iTitiVal 
\ahtt* (itttatiUHi hy HiitHtiiC: 



IK is tlitMi ic*{cvtc'(l at the* ac*irpt«*(i alpha if K (*i|tials or snrxinHHA's 
the* iTttkal \a«iic». Iti this htiidy. th<* .(K> alplia h*\c*l was itsccl as the* basts 
for ai'u^ptittu or ic>ic*i1iiitf the* hvp(ith«*ses. 

Appniptiatc* tahtc>s ami ciiaKraiiis wvrv itHistrtK-tc^ci to ilhislratc* sitf- 
iitficiiiit (liHW^ntci^s aiui hitnprrtations ot thv data wen* ^tv«*ti. 




where J » the number of columns 



N » the total nun^er of observations 
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Chapter III 
DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERFRETATION 

This rhaptcT prcHiciits the* atial\?iis atict tntrrpniatioti (if the* data aiid a 
dfeciiHMoii iif the* (iiiilttiKK tt*latt*tl to c*ai*h h\|K>thc*siN. Tlu* first stH.*t{tMi of 
the i*luiptc*r is a cliMtissioii of ilk* tk*iiioKraphii* c-harai1c*rtstu*9( of tin* 
rtHipofidtMits. 11h* H*iXHicl 9ft€*iiiuii is a prm*titatioii of tin* tt^stiiiK of each 
liv|)otlu*?its. 

ChoroctertiHct of the Respondeiitt 

The nature of the* iH*rsoiial and cU-moKraphu* iharaiirriKtiiS of the- 
respotiiletits of this study was of paramount tniportauu* Invansc* each %vas 
estahhshcnl in tin* raticnude of tlie study as an indc*|H*ndent vartahk*. 
rlierc*f<>ri*. a hiic-f dc-smptinn of vdvh of the eharai*tcTistic*s is prc*S(MitcHl 
in this s(*i'tiou. 

Ri'sponst'st to thr (^hu-xtiofmairr 

It was mentioned earlier that a hiy[h rate* of fc*s|1«his(* was antieipatcnl 
lH*C'ausc* of the* et>nuuitnu*nt uiade hy the sutH*rintt*nckMit of raeh sduMii 
dtstrtet to pailieipatc* in e^aluatictu eHorts. ()tic* nii^ht also surmise*, after 
ohsc*r%inK Tal>k> I. that a stjjuifieaut deKn*e of intc*rest in presehool eihiea* 
tion has Ihu*u shown hy the* participants as e\'ideneed in the* %ery IhkIi rate* 
of re*sponse* to the cpH*stionnairt*. 

Krotn the t(»tai of 1(H) principals and |(H) teMi'lu*rs, a1! returncHl usahle 
({Uestiounaire*s. A total of (HH) pai(*nts were* e(Mitaete*eI with 5i!2 us«dde 
flue>stiotHiairc*s and forty-two invahe! c{Ue*stiouuair(*s reiurned. 



lAHLE I 

M'MBER AND FKH(:ENTA(;K OF UESPONSES OF HUNCIPALS. 
PABENTS. AM) l EACHEHS OF THE HHI PILOI' KINDEHCARTEN 

rxiTS 



Croup 








Principals 


100 


100 


100. 0 


Tdacherd 


100 


100 


100.0 


faventH 


600 


522 


87.0 



a « Total n b » Rfispondents 
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The attempt by the State Depalltnetit erf llchicittioti tti seleet a Ktoup 
of sieliciDl ilwtrietji reprvseiitiiig a varic*ty «if etilttiral haekKroumlH was 
apiiareiitly sitmnisful Fable 2 iiidivates that eueli of the three types of 
si*hcN)l ibstriets was acU*(|uately represented. 

XrMBER WD PEKCEM A(;E OE EIHCAIORS AM) PAHENTS IN 
Kl'KAl. I KBAN\ AM) METROFOUTAN SCHOOL DISTRICTS 



Nature at 
School nistrict 


Kdwcatore 


Parents 




Percent 


N 


Percent 


Rural 


36 


36 


175 


33.5 


t'rban 


41 


41 


223 


42.7 


MatroiHtlitan 


23 


23 


124 


23.8 


Totals 


100 


100 


522 


100.0 



Sex Characti rhlit s 

it wds aiitidpatfd that iitost of tlif principals in tlit* sttiily would he 
iiialt' and that most or aii of tlu> tcarluTs wmdd )h' i't'iiialf. TMc 3 
iUustratfs that tiu' assuinptscin was pniiTallv i*orri*i-t. 

TAHLE 3 

m miu-r am) pkkcentack ok mali- am) femai.k 
principals. teachers. am) pahents ok the hk> pilot 
kinder(;arten i nits 





Mate 


Fetnale 


Tc tat 


CrouD 


N 


Percent 




Percent 


N 


PeTcent 


Frlneipals 


SZ 


82 


18 


18 


100 


100 


Teachers 


0 


0 


100 


100 


100 


100 


Parents 


258 


49.4 


264 


5C.6 


522 


too 



All cii thr* teaihers were fc*tnaU' and an i>\c*rwiieliiiiti^ majority ot the 
priiieip.ils wc*re male*. The design of the siunpliiitf prmediire ttiteiided to 
seeure a represeiitati\e sample of inah' parents was wry siieeessfiil. The 
parent male-female rati** was appro\iniatc*iy {ift\ -fifty. 

Aur Characti risHcs 

*rhe afte characteristir** of the res]XHidc*nts were dtHerc*nt in eavh of 
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the thrcf Ki'uiips. Most of tlu' priiu-ipals wvrv Annv lorty xvurs of aSt\ 
prfKiiinahlv luvatiM* aKf aiat f.xiH'ticniiv arv iiiiiKirtaitt prfrtn|tiiMtc*s fur 
c*iitraticr into the |KiMtioii. On the otlnT haiut, the vast itiajoritv of teaehern 
were litiiler thirty ycsirs of a]<e« iti all likelthcMKi lu'eattiic* recvtit graduate's 
of t€*acher pivparatioii programs were mow likely to lie irrtifiecl to 
ttistrucl ill tlie kiiK{c*rKarten. Most of the* p.trt*tits. InH-aUM* tliey )ia%e eliiU 
ilreii of kiiiilerKartcMi a^e* uere rotativelx >ouiiK. Table* 4 illustrates the* 
age eharaeteristies of the* thrc*(* groups. 



IWBLE 4 

M MBER AM) PEK(:E\TA(;E OK FRIXCIPAUS, TEACIIEKS, 
AM) FAKENTS IN SELECTED A(;E t;KOrPS 



Principals 




ichers 


Parents 


Age Per* 
Catettory N cent 


Age 
L Cateaorv 


Per- 1 
N c^nt 1 


Age 

Cateccory 


Per- 

N ^ent 


Under 40 13 13 
40 « 49 21 21 
50 59 30 30 

60 ^ 22 22 
No Raan. 4 4 


Under 30 
30 + 
No Resp* 


65 65 
34 34 
» I 1 

! 


nder 30 
30 * 39 
40 

No Resp* 


184 3S.3 
258 49.5 
79 15.2 

I .0 


Total 100 100 


Total llOO 100 


Total 


522 lOO.O 



Race Charoftt rLsticx 

Tdlilr 5 illii.strutfs t!u> I'ai-LiI unnptisitioii of tlu* thrtt* ({nitips stim>yttl. 



TABLE 5 

NI MBEK AM) l'EKC:ENTA(;E OF WHITE AND BLACK 
PKJNCIPALS. TEACHEHS. AND PARENTS OF THE KM) PILOT 

kindek(;arten tnits 



Croup 


White 


Black 


No '^esnonse 


Totpl 


N Percent 


N Percent 


N Percent 


N Percent 


Prlnelpals 

Teachers 

Parents 


97 97 

98 9a 
491 94.0 


2 2 
2 2 
31 6.0 


1 1 

0 0 
0 0 


100 100 
100 100 
522 LOO 



black population in the state of Kentucky was 7.17 |K-reent aceorcliiig 
to a 1972 Knrran of the (leiisiis Report (I'.S. Department of (:oumK*ru\ 
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I97il). T\w tititiilM t of lilaik |nttic'tpa!s and Uwvhvvs tv^ipniuIiiiK to ihv 
i|iu*9itiuiiiiairc was MthstatittatU slioit of that iH-rifiitaSf. Thv pt^rivntajlf 
of black parvtits, liowfVcT. wa.s nliittwK ilosi* to the- statrwiiU- I'aiial 
clistrihiittoti. 

EiiuraUouul Lrx ti 

Thf (HliKatioiial K'\r! of tlu- proff%Nintial ciliuatots in tlif stiul\ iatiK«*cI 
from a tiiitituiuiii of a Hacliflors cli-Kicf to a Hank i ctTtifk-atr or Eil.S. 
cUww. both of wliicli nn|uiif at It-ast tliiit\ srpirstrr hours of ^railiuitc* 
work Ih-voucI thi- Mahtrr's drrtn-c. Most of the principals liail a Master's 
dcRrff or a!)o%f whilr most of thr t«%uhrrs hrhl thr Baclifhir's clearer. 
The* rtlucattonal of the parcMits apiKMic*cl to Ik* soiiicwliat hi^licr than 
the* rtfucral cthuationa! lr\f! of K«*pturk\ s achtU |H)puIation. Tlu- nuuiIuH* 
of parents who wrrc ^rachiatcct fiinn or attmch'cl ctilk-rtc was snlistantiallv 
hi^hrr than the state a%fras«'. Kxaet comparative Azores were not avatlahh* 
hut an observation of ct-nsns data rexeahnl the UHferenees. A iKissible 
explanation tor this phenomenon mi^ht Ih* th.it su|)c*rint«*uilents. who had 
a choice as to where the\ couUI place thc*ir kiuderKiU'teu tniits« chose* to 
phice theui in michUe diss nci^ldHirliiiods. A representative number of 
eacli echicational h'\el of parents was ol)tained. liowever, which made 
anaKsts o\ tlie data piaiticable. Tabh' 6 shows the breakdown of the three 
groups accordinu to ethuatioual h'\c1. 

TAHLK « 

NUMHEH AM) PKRCKNTACK OK PBINCIPALS, TKACIIKBS, AM) 
FAHKNTS <:LASSIKIEI) ACCOHDINC TO SELECTED 
EDrCATIONAl- LEVELS 



Educational 


Principals 


Teachers 


Educational 


Parents 


Level 


N 


Percent 


N 


Percent 


Level 


N 


Percent 




3 


3 


05 


65 


liess than 
high school 


114 


21.8 


B.A. ^ 15 


3 


3 


20 


20 










21 


21 


10 


10 


High School 


198 


37.9 


M.A. -f 15 


24 


24 


3 


3 








Rank I or 
Ed.S. 


49 


49 


2 


2 


Sotne •college 
or college 
erad. 


210 


40.3 


Total 


100 


100 


100 




Total 


522 


100.0 



Rrllfiiom Charartrrixtirs 

Earlier, it Wiis st;itccf that se\eral Ntuclics lia\c shown that tlie relitfiotts 
backKriMiiicI n\ resiv«i<ie!tts was a |>r«i!ut<)r of echicational attitudes. Ta!>le 
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7 iiluslratt's llio iclit'iotis im-tfrnuis o( tin- tlirif urtHip<( <if partictpaiils 
ill llif stiitlv. For purihiM's «if tiitiipaiisuii, iIh- rfstMititlctils wvrv ^{roiipcti 
into otH» of thrtf iiiaior t lassiiicatious-I'rolfslaiil. Catholic, aitil No Cliuirili 
Affili;ititiii. 



TABU-: T 

Nl MliEH AM) l»ER( :K\TA(;K OF PKINCIPALS. TEACIIEKS. AM) 
FAKKV1*S CLASSIFIKI) ACCOHDIXC TO RFU(;iOrs PKEFERENCE 



Religious 


Prlnc Ipals 


Teachers 


parents 


Preferdfice 


N 


Percent 


N 


Percent 


N Percent 


Protestant 


87 


87 


83 


83 


390 


74.7 


Catholic 


6 


6 


11 


11 




11.5 


Church 
Affiliation 


7 


7 


6 


6 


72 


13.8 


Totals 


lop 


100 


100 


100 


?22 


100 



I 'uivrmty AtU fuh il htj Eduvators 

Most of X\\v cciiuatdi's uho i«.u'tu'ip.itecl in this sliuK wviv ^racIttitlcHl 
frutii iitil\(Tsitu\s within tlic- state of Kc*nttK'k\. K(*siM>n(h*itts wvrv ixsVvA 
to itulicati* trtnii which iiiit\(Msitv ihi'v mviviHl thfir last tlfUrw. TahU* H 
]m*sc*iils a sch<H>l-hv-sfhool i)roakcIo\\n 4>f the !iiaj<»r ItMcht-r trainitiK niii- 
\ersttirs in tht* state and tin- niuuiH*r of tcMchcTs and principals uraduatt*c! 
from (*ach. 



TABLE H 



m mbeh and peh(:e\ ra(;e of phinciipals and teachers 
classified acc()bdi\(; to rxivebsity fhom which last 

de(;bee was received 



University Attended 


Principals 


Teachers 


N 


Percent 


N 


Percent 


University of Ky. 


15 


15 


9 


y 


Western Ky. Univ. 


18 


18 


9 


9 


Morehead Univ. 


9 


9 


12 


12 


Eastern Ky. Univ. 


20 


20 


21 


21 


Univ. of lioulsvllle 


3 


3 


3 


3 


t^rray State Univ. 


11 


11 


11 


11 


Other 


23 


23 


34 


34 


No Resoonse 


1 


1 


I 


1 


Total 


100 


100 


100 


100 
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TAHLK « 



NI MBER AM) TKIU MN I OF PAHENTS CLASSIFIED 
ACCOKDINC TO (MX STATION AL LEVEL 



Occupational Level 


M 


Percent 


H 
I 
G 
H 


Hajor profedsloncftly business 
managers t and administrative 
personnel 


142 


27.2 


M 
1 
D 
D 


Clerical* saled» technical 
and skilled manual workers 


138 




L 

^. 








L 
0 
W 


Hachine operators, semi* 
skilled and unskilled 


72 


13.8 


Not EiQD loved 


170 


32.6 


Totals 


522 


100.0 



OiTUfHitumal CharartrristU \ of Pairnts 

Part'iits ill tlu' sttulv wvn- askril tt» indiiatf tlunr prt*?>t'iit cKinpatuMi. 
Thoir rt*sp<MiM*s wvrv i.ttt'^cM-i/cil acxDiiisit^ to HolliitKshcad s Ocxupaituiital 
Sealf of ihv Txi o-hactor Indvx of Social Position (1957). Tahlf 9 presents 
tilt' iittnilH*r ot part'iits in rath «>f the latt'iioru's tiswl in ihv study. 

Tlu' i'att'j;oi'v Not Einplovfd was almost I'lttireK wMUi^osod ot iioii* 
workiiijj mothers. 



TABLE li) 

m mhkh am) pkhckntace of pahents classified 
accokdim; to income level 



Income Level 


N 


Percent 


Low Under $6 ,000 


89 


17.1 


Middle $6,000-$l 1,999 


161 


30.6 


High $12,000 + 


98 


18.8 


No 

Resp. f Housewives) 


L74 


33.3 


Totals 


522 


lOO.O 
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/iictwif Char(H'tni\*ii s of Vnrvnis 

Faiviits wi'iv askiil t(? ihcik tlic latcaorv into whiih tln-ir vcarlv 
imiMiu* Ml. Table K) shows titat those p:in*iits %vho had tiii^oiiu* \\c»n* 
adc*({Uatt*K r€*prc*st*iitc(I at cavh hii'oim* lf\t'l. The largf niiinlH*r of pan^tits 
III the No Res{)oiise itasstHiattoii rc*pres(*iiti*<l almost entirely the iioii- 
workiiiK iiiothc*rs. 



To bnefi\ review the statist ieal trcMtiiieiit of tin* ilata, eaeh of the 
hypotheses was first tested iisin^ the previoiisK tiu*iitiotted siihpro)(rain 
THE ANOX A PHOCEDrHK with fuillHT ailal\sis iistii}( the Sheffe' 
ituihod of paired ef>iiiparis<iiis for thoM- h\i)«>thc*st*s which proveil to In* 
sisnifieatit. 

DiffvrviuHw Bf'turrn (Iroups 

The first h\]x»tiH sis was tttiuvriied with diifcTetiivs IkIwctii the three 
Ur<itips of rc^spoiuleiits icKanUii^ their iHTix'ptioiis of the task of the 
kindergarten. 

Parents plai-ed a higher value on the* Task Items in the Intelteetual 
OiincMision than did either of the* profc*ssional Woiips. The* four items in 
the StH'ial I}inu*ir:ion rcTc*ived almost an e(|Uid amount of supiK>rt froifi 
eaeh group while the items in the Personal Dimension received little stipimrt 
from any group of rc*spondc*iits. 

Top priority for both tcMeluTs and parents was given to the task 
eletiu*nt rc*IatcHl to the encouragement of a lo\e for learning and a desire 
to Iearii« w hile principals assigned the s^une element a number tw > priority. 
Each of tlu* gHMips assigned a high priority to (;nHip Hesiionsibility with 
teaclHTs and parents rating it second and principals giving it highest 
priority. Tlu* task element of ('tti/«Mtship» which was conc*(*nu*d with the 
child and his acci^ptaiiit' of resivnisibility was rated third by principals 
and pan*nts but oid\' sixth b\ tc*aclK*rs. Teachers iH»rceivc*d a {Xisitive Sc'lf- 
C:oni*t*pt tv> be tnuch more iiiiixirtant« giving it the third priority. 

Tabic* It illustrates the* data. B\ obsc*r\iiig the tii(*ans and c<irr<*si>ond- 
ing ranks of c>ach grtiup of Task Items, it can he sc*eii that parc*nts ranked 
eaeh of the four items in the* Intc*llc*ctual Dimenstoit ecpial ttt or higher 
than the professional c*ducators« thus giving a n*asoiiabl\' clc*ar indication 
that they {Kririve that dimension to Ih* the* primary (*fine(*rii of the* 
kindc*rgartc*ii. 

The* four itc*ms in the S(H-ial Diiiu*nsion wc*r(* raiikc*d similarK by all 
thrc*t* gHMips with c*ach ranking (troup Ht*sii<insihi!ity high and .Adult 
Kelations low . 

.\ close* look at the four items in the Pt isonal Dimension rc*ve4»-c*d that 
tlM* thret* groups plaml n<iticc*abt\ diifc*rent values cut the itc*ms. Kihieators 
tended to place* a bighcT priorit\ on the* itc*ms than did parc*iits. .All tbrc«* 
groups* howev(*r. plac(*d a hm value on the* *r4isk Itftn Aeslhetie. 



Teifing of Hyporheiot 
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It iMii 1h« 9itat(*il tlictt. tit ^ciu'LiI tvixm. tliat parents plaifcl a hi^hvt 
prifittty on tiir itnits tit ttic tiiU'llfitiial DiiiiniMon than clhl cclitcators; 
t*dtK*atur!i wvrv nwrv fa\«»rahlf toward itfuw tii tlic Personal DlMinision 
than were part-nts; and. tlie three groups were rflativdy in a)trcH*in<*nt %m 
the priortt\ of tht* items in tin* S«kt.il Dhiuaisicni. 

TAHLK II 

MK.WS AM) HWKS OK KIM)I:IU;AH I KX TASK 
DIMKNSIONS BY ( OMFOSITK HilNClPAL. TKACHKH. A\l> 

IV\HK\T CHOI I'S 



Task Dimension 


Principals 
^ N»100 
X Rank 


Teachers 
X Rank 


Parents 
X Rank 


Desire fui Knowledge 


2.65 


2 


2.46 


1 


2.55 1 


Consminication Skills 


3.19 


5 


3.21 


7 


3.12 4 


Problem-Solving Skills 


3.32 


7 


3.00 


5 


3.16 5 


Knowledge of the Punda** 
mental Processes 


4.57 


10 


4.83 


11 


3.60 9 


Peer Relationships 


3.32 


d 


3.34 


8 


3.40 8 


Group Responsibility 


2.40 


1 


2.56 


2 


2.87 2 


Adult Relations 


4.76 


12 


5.07 


12 


4.50 11 


Citizenship 


2.91 


3 


3.06 


6 


2.97 3 


Physical 


3.87 


9 


4.31 


9 


4.iO J.0 


Emotional 


3.C7 


4 


2.91 


4 


3.38 6 


Self -Concept 


3.21 


6 


2.60 


3 


3.39 7 


Aesthetic 


4.73 


11 


4.65 


10 


4.98 12 



I hi' null l<iini <»f tin* first iiypothrsis statrd. suhstanti\rl\ . tliat no 
stUnifiiatit dith rtMicis t vistt'd Ixiween th<* thri*t' groups of res|)ond(*nts hi 
tliHr pfiAc-ptimis of w!>at the task of th<* kinderuartni should Ih*. The 
initial treatnirut oi tht* data nsioti the* ANOX'A snhprourani iiidicatrd t!iat 
the dttt.i t.tilrd to stipport the* h\ |iothi*si.s on s«*\i*n <»t tlu* tw(*l\r Task 
Itcitis. Tahlr 12 ilhistrates the itcins wliieh ap|)i'ared stKuifieant. 



BEST COPY AVAILABU 

lAliLK 12 

si(;MFi(:A\r i)Ii i i:hi:\(:i:s hktwkkn fhincipals*, 

TEACIIEKS". A\D PAHENTS* PEKCEFriON C)l' THE TASK 
OF niE KINDEKCAKTEN 



Source of Variance 


Sum of 
Souares 


Value 


Probabi I itv 


Knowledge of the Funda* 
mental Processes 


136.603 


36.970 


0.0001 


Croup Responsibility 


13.647 


4.385 


u.OlO 


Adult Relations 


22.144 


iiaa3 


0.000 I 


Fbyslcal 


a. 204 


3.674 


0.025 


Emotional 


20.701 


5.959 


0.003 


$eif*Concepc 


46.330 


15.i96 


0.0001 


Aesthetic 


11.282 


5.937 


0.003 



df « 2 



it will 1)1* iiuU'cl that siKiiiHcaiit (liifm'iKvs appraK-d im all four (it 
the* task flcnicMits tii tlir PrrMiiial I>tim*tist<)ii. 'to turtliiT atialv/t* tlic* 
clttfrmiivs uic-iitifk-ci in tlu- ANON 'A tab!(\ ihv uroups were {liurt^cl uttil 
tlu' Slu'fff* HiHhiKl prrxicnisly rfffrml t«> was applunl wi tliat difftTfiiifs 
lict\vei*u grcHips ttnxld hv xmitnl. Tahk* 13 preKcMits thosi* ilitfm*tKt*s. 

Tahk* I*) i'lcMrtv slums that thr {^rc-atc^st nninl>er of dtH<*rmccs lav 
iH'twtH'tt parc-iits and the protrssiotta! cchiiator^i. In fact, tnt six of the 
«ic*vfii Task ltc*nis. part*nts ditf(*rt*d siKnificantlv with auc or Inith of tlu* 
professional ^oups. 

Perhaps cnic* of the most init)ortant dilferencfs. as far as ediieatioiial 
planners arc* ciMiccTiied. was that foinul on Item Four— Ktiowh*dK<* of the 
lnt(*tlcvtiuil PnHi*sses. which was stated on the cpiestionnaire as "The 
basie tcM)Is fc»r future learninu—the 3 K\s/' It was noted earlier that c*onfltct 
in approac4u*s io pn*seh(Nd (*(hii'ation ecMttcT around the tnt(*llectual vs the 
scH'iaU*niotiouat approach. It(*ni FcMir appears to he tlu* (*{)itonu* of tlu* 
inte]lc*i*tual approiich. and parents differc^d siutdfieantlv from I>oth pro* 
fessiiMial groups ou tht* r(*lativ(* importan(*(* of that {);irtii'ular it(*tn, ranking 
it siKnifieantly nion* iin{)ortant than iHith ttMchers and principals. 

Principals r;uikc*d the fourth item C.ronp Kesponsihiljt\» M^nificantlv 
liiulu*r than did par<*nts. while (Hi lt(*m Se\(*n. Adult K(*}ations. which 
rec(*i%t*(l \vx'\ litth* snp|x>rt from any of tlu* groups. par(*nts assi^ned a 
sitrniiicantU hiulK*r priorit\ than did tc*4tclu*rs. 

t)iilen*nc(*s lH*tween parents and proft^ssionals app(*ar(*d on threi* of 
till* four I'ask Iteiiis in tlu* P<*rsonal l>imc*nsion. reacluTs percei\t*d tlu* 

0*0035 
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I)IKKKIu:n( i:s i\ !'hin(:ii'ai.s". ikaciikks". .mkI fahknts* 

PEIU KPTIONS OF TIIK I ASK <)!• I IIK KlM)KIU;Ain 'K\ 
EXl'HKSSKI) AS niFI- KKKNC KS HB IAN KKX I I KM MKAXS !•()« 
KACII COMHIXATION OF (UUH PS 



Diff^rettcea Between Item Means 



Item 


1-2 » 


1 - 3 


2-3 


Knovledge of the Funda- 
mental Processes 


- .26 




i- 1,23* 


Group Responsibility 


- .Id 


- .47 


• .31 


Adult Relations 


• .31 


♦ .26 


t" .57* 


Physical 


- .A4* 


- .23 


+ .21 


Etaotioaal 


+ ae 


- .31 


• .47* 


Self^Cfltncept 


♦ .61* 


• .lb 


• .79* 


Aesthetic 


♦ .08 


- .25 


• .33* 



*EKceeds .05 Significance Uvel I » Principals 3 - Parents 

2 « Teachers 



'i\isk IU*!iis Ktnotioii.iK SfH-(.'c»tKfpt« aiul Ac'stlu*tU' to he M^iiiikaiitU iiioiv 
tiiipoilant thatt (lie! parents. AchiitionalU , the item Sc'H*(!<iiurpt uas ratril 
siUiiiiu-aiitK iiiuhrr liy trailurs th.iii prtiKipals. On tlu- ictiiasiiiiiu Tiisk 
lti*tn in the* Pcmschui! DinicnsHui. piindpats asMUiu'd a si^nilk.intU iiiuhn* 
priority to tlu* Pli\sital .isiK»it «>f tlic kiiulrruartcn tiian iVtil teachers. 

Diffrmui \ Amonu Prhu ipals 

There were four Mil>*li\})otheM's whiih were (uiieetnec! with ihfh'ieni-es 
anionU principals in tlie wa\ tlie\ peu-eivecl the task ol tlie kiiulei marten 
W'hcMi the resiXHuh'nts were UrouiH*cl aii'Ordinu to the (leniouraphu* \ariahies 
of aUi* sex, area, anc! tlie niii\ersit\ from whiifi the principal leit i ed his 
hist cieUrcH'. The follow inU sections report the results ot tlie d.ita anaUsis. 
l|\I>othesis 2.1 

The h\pothc*sis stated, suhstantiveK . that no siunifii ant iliUerent c-s in 
the responses of principals reuaiciiiiu the task of the kinderuaiteii wotilci 
ap|iear when tlie resixnulents wviv e.iteUori/i'<l acforcUnU to aUe. 

The data stip|>«HtcM! the h\ixithesiv and it stands as stated. 
Hyiiothesis 2.2 

The h>pothesis statc-d, sui>stanti\c*!\ . that no siunificant dilietences in 
the resixmses of princ ipals reUardiny the task oi the kinch-marten wonhl 
apiiear when the responcU-iits were cateUori/ed accordtnu to sex. 
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*rlu* tiatii sii|)iiiHtc*it tlic* h\ix>tlic*5ki«ii ami it staiuls as Ktattnl. 

llv|lt>tlK*StH 2M 

TIh* liy|>f)tli(*MK stattnl, stih*itanti\i*l\ . that no si^iiiBraiit iliiirroittvK in 
the r(»Hputi}K*s of principals logardtiiK tlit* task of tlit* kiiitlcrKartcn woiiicl 
ap|HMr w'UvH tlic rt'spoiiiictits won* catvjjori/iHi ai%*<irdttiK to flu- rural, 
nrhan. or iiu*tro{YoIitan nature* of the* sthiKiI ch'strirt. 

'lilt* data supportrd tht* hy|>utiu*sis and it stands as stati*d. 
Ilvputli<*sis 2.4 

The hv[)otlic*sis statcnl, snl>stanti\ol\ . that no significant «UttWcnit's iu 
tlif* rcst)iinsi*s of princifiids rc^ardinK the task of tlic kiiidor^artcn would 
appt*ar %%hcu the respondents were catetfuri/.ed acc<»rdin>i to the auHHint 
of his professional training. 

*rii€* data stip|>orti*d tlie li\'pot)iesis and it stands as statixl. 
II\pothests 2.5 

The h\tx>thesis stattnl. snhstanti\elv, that no significant chHerencrs tit 
the rt*s]X>nst*s of principals re^ardin^ tht* task of the kintIt*rKartt*n would 
apptMr whcMi the respondents were cate^oriml according tu tlit* tnn'versitv 
from which titc pitnt itu! recei\cHl his hist tietfrtr. 

The data snptx»rted tlie li> tx>tliesis and it stands as statt*d. 

Difft'rrutTs Amotn: Ti ochrrx 

Four suh*hyi)otheses wert* concerntnl witli ditft*rt*nt.rs auion^ tt*achers 
and tlieir perceptions of the kincU'r^artcn's task. 1*he tit*u)ofSraphic cat- 
<*Kurits itito which teachers wt*re Kron{H*d wert* a^e. artM. aniotuit tif pro- 
fessional training, ami the unt\ersit\ fnnu whicli tht* tt*acher rt*ct*i%vtl her 
last dt*Krei*. Kach h\pothests is discussed in one of the foHowinU sections, 
liyptitht'sis .').t 

The li\pothesis stattn!* snhstanti\t'Iy. that no significant differentrs in 
the rt*st)onst*s of teachers would apt>ear when tlu' respontU*nts were cat- 
(*U(»riml act*orf!in^ to ii^e. 

Table I t illustrates that a siuniftcant tliiference apiK'ared on the itt*ni 
KnowltHl^e of the Fuiidatuental Pri»cesst*s. 



TABLK M 

Sl(;\n l( ANT DIITKKKXCKS l\ TKACIIEBS' PKRCEFTIONS OK 

TiiK TASK OF 'HIF kindkhcak i kx wiikn (:.vrF.c;oHr/Ki) 

A< ( ()HI)I\(; TO rilK .ACK OF TUF HKSFO\DK\TS 



Source of Variance 


Sum of Squares | 


F 

Value 


Prubabllltv 


Knowledge of tlic Funda* 
mental Processus 


7.935 1 


5.4W 





df • I 
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KtirtlKT iUial>M<( miiin tlu* iiniltiplf i-tiiii{),iriMnt tifliiii(|uc ivxtMlttl tluit 
tfuclifni uikUt tliiitx \«mis oI .iw pLuftl a Hi}iiiiHi-.iiitl\ liiKluT prk»rit\ «ii 
tlif viiliM* t»t tciu-liiti)! KtHiwUtlttf i»f tlw I'utiiiaiiH'ittal Phrvsm's in thf 
kimlcrgiirtfu. Talilf 15 illtiKtratfs thf iliHcrfiiiv. 

TAHLK I' 

UIFKKKENCKS IN TKACIIKKS* PKIU KI'I IONS OI TIIK TASK OF 
THE KIM)KK(;AKTE\ KXPHESSKI) AS DIKI KHKNCK HKIAVKKN 
ITEM MEANS OF THE TWO ACE CROI FS 





Difference Between 




Item Meana 


Task Item 


1 • 2 


Knowlddge of cho Funda* 




mental Procasaes 


- .56* 



^&xceeds ,05 level of algniilcance I Under 30 years of age 

2 » 30 years or older 

The* h\potlicsis statt*cL siii>staiiti\c*I\, tli.it iici siKitifkaiit cIHim*iKrs in 
titt* rc*.s{)i>iis<*K of tcMihiM's rc'^arditiK iUv task cii tlic* kiticln^artfii wdiikl 
ap})«*ar \\lu*ii tlit* rfspwiKiciits wvrv k\%U%ori/.vi\ aix*<ii-<Uiiu to xUv rural, 
iirliiui, (tr inctrojiolitaii nature* of the* HiluHtl clistrii-t. 

Till* cluta supportcHi tlu* li\i)otlu*Kis ami it staiKis as statc*tl. 
H\I)otlu*sis 

Tlu* li\potlic*sis statc*i!. sithstaiiti\c*l\. that no si^iiifk-atit cliiinmirs in 
t!u* rc*siM)iisc*!i of tc*ai'hc*rs rc*Kar(liii|; tht* task of the* kiiicU*r^artc*ii woiikl 
apiH*ar \vh€*ii the* rcspoiuifiits \\m* i-atc*^ori/c*cI aivorcliii^ to tiK* aitioiiiit 
of thfir profi*ssioiutl traintiiK. 

SiKuifiiaiit tlHft*r<*iiix*s apiM*arc*cI on tlu* Task ltc*Hi IWr Hc*Iatioiisliips. 
\Vli€*ii tht* groups \\c*rt* pairrcl and tlu* Slu*Hf* tt*st was appttcHl. liowfwr. 
nciiic* t)f tlu* pairs c*\itt*<U*il tlu* aiiH*ptt*tl lt*\t*l ol si^ntiicancH*. 
ilyi)ot}u*sis .1.4 

The* h\pothc*sis statr^L snhstanti\c*I\ . that no siuniftcant iItHc*r€*iK<c*s in 
iht* rc*s|MHist*s of tc*ai-lu*rs rt*KarcUiiK tlu* task of tht* kinc!c*ru;u1c*n would 
apiH*tcr wli«»n the- rc*sj)oiidriits wt*rt* ilassiHcHl airordinu to tlu* rin*vc*rstly 
from wliiih tlu* ttMtht*r rtHvi\fd ht*r last d<*urt*f. 

Tlu* data siipj)ortc*d tlu* livj>otlu*sis aiul it stands as stat(*d. 

iyiffi'rnurx Amonn Pan ntx 

Parents wt-n- ia(t*^ori/tHl aivordiuu to au«*. st*\. rati-, rc*liuious prt*f* 
frfiii-i*. (K-iitpation. aiva. t^diuatiooal lt*\fl, and iiicoiiu*. Kaih \aitahlt* was 
statistitalK tt*stt*cl tor si^nifitant diUVrt-iiffs lu*twcH*n t*\fr\ Ifvt-l of tht* 
xiniahlc*. 
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Each li%t)<»tlic*M's is cliHiissfct M*paratc*tv tti tla* foUcmitiK M*i1ti)ii9». 
liypothc*st!i 4.1 

The hv|MitlH*MN }«tat(*cl. siihst.uitt\«*U\ that ih> siKuUicaiit %lUitmK*i*K tii 
tht* ri*9ip(»ist*N iif part*tits reKarclintf the* task of tht* kisultTKarttii ucuihl 
appear when tlu' rt^^tpdiictetits were eatt*f{ort/t*d atx^irihtig to age. 

The AN()\'A pniecnhire reveak*c{ that atfe was a Kiffiiifieatit factor cm 
tlH* Task Item Self^Ctmivpt. Table IH retHuts the* si^iiiiieaiK'e U*vel 



TAHLE 16 

SK;NIKK:A\T differences in FABENTS' PElU:EFrK>NS OF 
niK TASK OF THE KINDER(;AKTEN WHEN CATECiORIZED 

accordim; to the ac;e of the respondents 





Sum of 




F 


Source of Variance 


Sauares 




Proi^abliltv 


Sel£*Concepc 


10.515 


3.530 





df « 2 



The apphi«iticni cit tlie Shetfe' test fotiiici siKiitfieaiit diifc*n*iiit*s In'twceti 
two cif the three paired ecunpariMHis. Tahk* 17 9»hows t!i:it parents under 
tliirty years of aKe and parents Iniwrni thirt> and forty years of a^e 
lanked Self*(.'onu*pt siunifiiaiitly hiulu'r than the Knnip of parents forty 
years of uKe or older. 



TABLE IT 

differences in parents' perceptions of the task of the 
kini)ER(;arten expressed as differences between 

ITEM MEANS OF THE THBEE A(;E (;R0CPS 



Item 


Dlffere 


ice Ben^een Item Means 


I - 2 


I - 3 


2-3 


Self-Concept 


• .02 


- .41 >v 





^Exceeds .05 level of significance 1 Under 30 

2 * 30 . 39 

3 « 40 + 



H%ixithes}s 4 2 

The liyimthesis stated. snbstanti%ety. tluit no stsnifieant differetiees in 
tin* responses of parents reKardsn)2 the task of the kitiderKarten wouki 
appear wlien the r€*sponck*nts wen* eateKori/.c*d aixtmiinK to m*x. 

The ckita supported the h\l)i>th€*sis and it stands as stated. 

00039 





Ilvpiiliicsk 

The* liyiHillu'Ms statrct. siili%t.ititi\(*l\ . that iki M^iitHcaiil cliH(*t(*tiiVs hi 
the* rv^iptiiiscs (if paiviits i(*]i{ai'ihiiK tiu* task (it the* MiKhTtfailcMi wotiKI 
appear \\lu*ti the rt'spciiKlcnts wvw ial(*Hiiii/(*i! av*ii»ri!iiiu Id rait*. 

StKiiiKiattl chH(*r(*tK'(*H \\(*rt* hiuiui to v\\s\ on the* Task IWxiis cit Ccnii* 
iiiiltik'atiait SktlK. ( tti/i-itshtp. ami iMixsti.il. Talitt* IS iniistiatcs tht* diiiW- 



TAHI.K IS 

SUAIFH AM l)IKFKUK\< KS l\ PAKKMV FKIU'KPTIONS OK 

THK TASK OK TiiK ki\ijkr(;aktk\ whkn (:atk(;okizki> 

A( C OHOINC; ro THK KA< K OK I UK HKSFO\l)K\TS 



Source of Variance 


Sum of 
Squares 


F 

Value 


F 

Probability 


citlc«:ndhip 


4.d0l 


4,000 


0,043 


Comnunicatlon Skills 


S.154 


4.678 


0.0Z9 


Physical 




15.431 


O.OOJ 



\Vh(*ii tht* iiuMiis <>t thr IW(i i^roups wvu- coinpau-ii, it was touitci that 
wliitrs ivi'i'(*i'\t*(i thr items of (loiiiiimiiicattoti Skills atid (!iti/(*iiship to 
Ik* sttfiitfii-atitU higher tti itiipcutaiKr tliatt ilici hUuks. On the other hand* 
hhieks rat(*cl tlu* Task item Fh\sieat siuuifiraiitK hti^Iier than (Uci tlie wliitc* 
u*s|KHKk*nts. Tahti- Hi illnstrates tht* iiiHereiKt-s. 



TABLK 19 

DIKKKKKNCKS IN PAKKNTS' PKIU KPI IONS OK TIIK l ASK OK 
niK KIXDKKCAH'I KX KXFHKSSEI) AS DIKI EKK\C:ES HKTNVEHN 
riKM MKA\S OK TIIK TWO HACK <;IUHT»S 





Plffercnca Between Item Means 




1 - 2 


Citizenship 


• .41* 


Comunication Skills 


• .4?» 


Physical 


♦ .80* 



'Exceeds .05 level of significance » «^ White 

4& » Black 
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ll\|hitht'M\ 4.4 

TIk* hxiUfthcMH stiitt*<l, sutistiiitti\c'l\, tlutt no significant iUtiVrc*iHLvs in 
the rc !i|^>n!ie!i iit p.irnits rc'KarclinK the tank o( tht* kiuiU'rKaitc-ii wcHtUI appear 
when the respondc-ntH were eate|{ort/e(l «teiHmlinK to religious prefercMiir. 

Tahle Hi) shows that M^ntfieant diHereni^es wcTe fonnd on the Tasik 
Items ( !tti/.en!ihip and Ph\ Mt aL 



1ABLK 2i) 

sk;\ifi(:a\t dikfkhkncks in pahents fkhckptions of 

THE TASK OF THE KIM)EH(;aHTE\ WHEN (:ATE(;()IUZEI) 
A( ( :(mi>IX(; TO THE KELICIOI S PHEFEKENCE OF THE 

HESFONDKNTS 





Sum of 


F 


P 


Source of Variance 


Sauares 


Value 


Probability 


Citizenship 


7.328 


3*054 


0.046 


Physical 


14.134 


5.904 


0.003 



df » 2 



WIh'ii tlu' Kioups wcic loiDpaictl and the ShcHf' test was apptifd. it 
Uds fotuKi ttut the I'rittcstaiit K>'<>"P the Kroiip with \o (!hiiri-li 
Af(itiati(»ii Linked Citi/niship siKiiificaiitK hiKhcr than diti the (!atlu>lii* 
U'sp<iiKl<-iit!». SiiitilaiU. the sanic two fiioiips ranked Phxsii-al siUntfii-aiitK 
titttlM-r than <h'd the ('.itttohV i!iiiiip. Table 21 preseiit'^ the data. 



TAHI.K 21 

DIFKKRKNCKS IN PAHKNIV PKRC KIT IONS OF THK TASK OK 

niK ki\i)KB(;aktk\ exfhksskd as diffkhkxcks mcnvKicx 

ITEM MEANS OK IIIE THUEE (;H()n'S OF HEI.UaOl'S 

FHEI'EHENCF 





Difference Between Item Means 


Item 




1 • 3 


2-3 


Cltisenahlp 


1 - .37* 


- .07 


^ .30^' 


Physical 


1 - .^2^ 


+ .23 


r .o4» 



^'Exceeds .03 level of 1 » Protestants 
significance 2 » Catholics 

3 o No church affiliation 



H\pothests 4.5 

The h\p<ith(*sts stittc*f!, \ul>staut>\eK . that no significant diHerenees in 
the *c*s{)ciiises ot p.iK nts rt U.ndinK the t.isk of the kindtn^arten wontd 
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appear whni tlu- it-spuiult'iits wt'ic latf^iti imi ai-iiH'<Iiii}{ to (itxtiputtoiial 
k*v»'l. 

Tahlf 22 .slums tliat siKiiiHi-ant tiiiffrfiiit'K wvw fotiiiil on tlH* Task 
Itfitix KiMmtctl;{t' of tlu* FuiulunH>iital Pr<Kt>SM's aiitt Adult Kflutioits. 



TAUI.K 2'2 

SKAIKICAM" DIFFEHKNCKS IN I'ARKMS* FKHCEHIONS OF 
THK TASK OF THK KI\1>EH(;AKTK\ WHKN (:ATK(;ORr/KI) 
A<:(:OKDI\(: TO THK (KXrPATlONAL LEVEL OK THE 

KESPON DENTS 



Source of Variance 


Sum of 
Sotaarea 


P 

Value 


P 

Probabilitv 


Knowledge of Fonda* 








mental Processes 


42.461 


7a88 


0.003 


Adult Relation:* 


16.486 


5.3t>9 


O.OOl 



d£ « 3 



WIm-u tlw uuMips wvw (uiml, iliHcmiit-s were- rc'\c'alc*(l priiiiariK 
hi'twct'ii the Liiw cuiupaticiital Kroup ami ihv oihvt ^niups. The Imw 
Kroiip raiikctl KiiowlcdKf of tlu* Fuiiciaiiu'ittal I'ichy'ssck siKnificaiitly higher 
thiiii cliil each oi the othc*r tlin*c' Krotips. ihi ihv ic*iiiaiiiinK item, tlie sitme 
Kroiip ranked Achilc KetaticniN siKiiifti-aiitK hi^hc*!' than did the HiKh Kroiip. 
Table 23 ilhistnites the chifereiicrs. 



TABLK 21 



DIFKKRKNCKS IN PAHFA IS* PKHCEFriONS OF THK TASK OF 

riiE kim)kiu;akte\ exphessed as i)iffere\c:es between 

THE ITEM MEANS OF THE FOI R (KXIl'PATIONAl- OlUH PS 



Item 


Dlfferen 


ces Between Item Means 




1-3 


1-4 


2-3 




3-4 


Knowledge of Funda- 
mental Processes 

Adult Relations 


'+.16 

I+.20 


+.91* 


+.33 
+.22 


+ .75* 
+.38 


+.17 
+.02 


-.58* 

-t?6 



*£xceed8 .05 level of significance 1 » High 4 « Not 

2 » Middle Bo^loyed 

3 » Low 



H\|HitheMs 4M 

The h\potheMs stated. Mihstaiiti\el\. tliat no M^nifuaiit dtifeieiii-es in 
the res|M}iises of patents reu.(rdiiiu tlie task of tlie kiiuIcM'Karteii would 
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i<plH*ai- wlu'ii iIk* ifsttoiuiciits wt'iv (-att'){tiri/tti aii-oriiinti to \\w rural, 
urban. <ir iiu*titi{}t>litaii ii.itiu<- oi the scIkhiI distrii-t iu wliii-h tlifir rliild 
attnids !(t*luK»l. 

Only tiiif iliHfroiiu' was totniii wlu-n ar«M was i-oiisiilercil as a varialiK'. 
*l.il»lf 24 hIhiws tliat a diiicrftK-c apiH'arcd oti tlio 1'ask Itfin At>stlii*tk'. 

I AHI.K 21 

si(;NiFi(:ANr dikfkhkncks in pahknts' I'EHCKrrioNs of 

THE TASK OF THE KI\l)hH(;AHTEN WHEN (!ATE(;ORIZEl> 
ACCOHDINC TO THE lU HAL. I'RBAN. OR METROPOLITAN 
NATI RE OF THE SCHOOL DISTRICT 





Sum of 






Source of Variance 


Squares 


Value 


Probabilitv 


Aesthetic 


9.134 


4.754 


0.009 



df " 2 



Fttrtlirr aiiaKsis of tlic* item ivxcmIch! that thnt* \vc*rc* cltffcretiit^s 
lK*t\vcvii tlic* ur Hip ot Mc-tr<»|K>litaii rrspoiulnits unci the* two other Kroitps. 
Thvy iaiikt*d Ai.«thc*tu- stKiitficaiitIv hitfhcT than ilkl hotli the* Kural aticl 
Trhati r«*s|ioiKh*iit5ii. 'ral>]c* 25 ilhistrates the* (hff<*rcnK'C*s. 

TABLE 25 

DIFFKHKNCKS IN PAHKNTS' PKHCKPTIONS OF THE TASK OF 

THE ki\I)EH(;ahte\ exphessed as diffehexces between 

H EM MEANS OF THE THKEE ABEA (;ROrPS 





Difference 


£etwe<-n 


Item Means 


Iccm 


I - 2 


1 - 3 


2 • 3 


Aesthetic 


+ .04 


+.29* 


+ .33* 



^Exceeds .03 level of significance 1 « Rural 

2 IS Urban 

3 » Metropolitan 



H\)x>tlu*sis 4.7 

The* h>|K>t}K-sts statt*cl. stihstaiitivrlv. that no significant (!ific*rc-nit*s in 
the* rc*»itionsi*s uf parents rc*Kari!intf the task of tin* kt!ideruartc*n wonUl apiH*ar 
when the responi!c*nts were eatc*Uori/c*ci amirclinu to t*chieationat U-\el. 

Analysis of the data re\c*alec! tliat diflerene(*s ap|H*arc*d on fi\c* (if tlie 
twehc* Task Items %\hen tin* c*dneattonal It*\'el of tlie part*iits was uin* 
sidered» Tlie diHereiu-es art* sliowti in Tahh* 26. 

''00043 
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sK;MKi<:.\\ r diffkkkncks i\ pahkmv i'khcki'I Ions of 

THE TASK OF IHK KINDKKCAK IKN \VHK\ (:ATF(;()Hr/KI) 
A( COKDIM; to KinCATIONAL l-KVKL 



Source of Vatianct,* 


Sum ot 
Souarcs 


F 

\ a iUt* 


F 

ITOPaD 1 1 1 tv 


Physical 


4U517 


17.344 


O.OOOl 


Adult Relatlona 


39.023 


19.062 


O.OOOl 


Oealre for Knowledge 


19.926 


5.495 


0.004 


Knowledge of Funda* 
mental Processes 


46.232 


11.745 


O.OOOl 


Sel£*Concept 


9.000 


3.022 


0.046 



dt ^ 2 



riu* paiicHt itniip.tiiMiii t«*i*iiitu{ixc* ic'xcmIch! simtiHiaiit diH«*if*iiit*H In*- 
twcHMi all (*thuMtit>it.il K*\c*k. H«*H{XiiKtc*iitH with less than a liiult scIhkiI 
nluratiufi (itih*tc*<i HiUiiiiuaotK with tiu* uittr}^* txiuiatrd ^niiip (iit all Hw 
of the* Task itrtUH. T\iv\ raitk«*ci Hiv steal sigiiiikaiitly Iii^)u*r than Inith 
the* otlitT UrtHips. AihlittotialK. tlM*\. alonu with iUv urotip with a ht'uh 
si*}mh>I <*(ttU'atioii laiikrcl Ailtitt Hc*IatitH»s aiul Kiu>\\I<*iIu«* tit' the* Fuiula- 
iiitMital IViKfssfS liiuluT tiiaii tlir i*c>tlc*Uc* f<hK-at«*il UKinp. (l<iii\fisfl\ . thv 
i*(>II«*K«* «*tltu*at«*ii ^riMip ami tlu* hiuh scImmiI i*ciuc*.ih*ii Uiotip pku'c*(l a 

TABLK 27 

DIFFKKKNCKS IN PAKKNIV FKHCEFIIONS OF 1HK l ASK OF 
rilK KINDKHCAHIKN KXPKKSSKD AS DIFFKHKNCKS BKTWKKN 
ITKM MKANS OF TIIK TIIKKK KIMC ATIONAI. LK\ KLS 





Difference Betw»jen 


Item Means 


Item 


1 - 2 


1 - 3 


2 " 3 


Physical 


•.69^' 


-.67* 


+.02 


Adult Relations 


-.24 


-.68* 


-.44* 


Desire for Knowledge 


+ .48* 


+ .46* 


-.02 


Knowledge of Funda* 
mental Processes 


-.07 


•.65* 


-.58* 


Self-Conceot 


I". 21 


+.35* 


+.14 



♦Exceeds .05 level of significance I » less than high school 

2 » high bChool 

3 « college 




Mtftitikaiitly littfliri t>H*>i>t> a Dt-siic- for KiKi\\ic*cltft*. On chic othor 
itrtih Self-CdtKvpt. ttit' tollf^f fciiuatcMl tfiutip was si^tiifiraiitlv iiiKhcr 
than till' grcitip with less than a svhinA cHlncation. 

All <Utli»ri»n<t's are shown iti Tahh' 27. 
liyiHithc'sis 4.K 

The h\i>othi*sis statcnL suhstaiithdv. that nn siKutfteant ch'Herenivs in 
the* r«*spottsc*s lit parcMits reUarciinu the t.tsk of tht* kindetuarten wotihl 
appear when the res{xin(ients were eate^ciri/ecl aivorclin^ \u ineonte h*vc*h 

Initiiil analysis of tin* data ie\eale(l a si^nifieant diifereni-e on the 
Task Itenj Self*<!oneept; li<»wf\er. the item faileil to sur\ive the more 
eonser\att\c' Sheiie' tc>st and was <h*clarcH! not st^nifieant. 'Hie h>pothesiK« 
thc*rc*fori*. stands as stated. 





• 



Chopter IV 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS, 
AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Tiu* piirtxiM* of this jn\t*stjt;atioii was to cli*tc*iiuiitc' \\h«*thtT si^ntficaiit 
cliHtTciUH's vsisi iH'twtH'ii ami anioiiu the principals. ttMchcrs. anil paitMits 
of KriittH'k>'s HH) pilot kiiitltTUartoii iitiits rt'Uaiclitiu tlicir i)«Tit*ptioii« of 
the task ot thv kiiultTU.irtcMi. A st'ari'}i of tht* literature has n'M'aUil that 
u*rtain iXTsofi.iI ainl iU'iiiourapliic x.iri.ihlcs h.i\c> h(H*ii si^iiifii.iiitlv rcIattHl 
to the ecliiiatioiiat \it*\\i)oiiits of c^ilncators .iiiil Ia\ iM'oplc. Tlicrt-fort*, in 
ordfr to rstahhsh whi'thrr or not siieh rctatioiiships c*\ist iK*t\\c*t*ii aiitl 
aiiHiiiu the* three* uroiips. a iiiiiiiIht of iiiih'tX'iiihMtt \'ariahk*s were sehvtecl 
aitci tlie n*st)iiiis(-s of the p.trtii'ipaiits were st.itistie.illv ti*st(Hl for siuiiiiieant 
ilitferenees. 

Tht* ikita fiH till* stiitK were seeiirtHl from the I(K) priiK'ii)«i1s, KKI 
te; C'hers, and a fitt<*t*n perirttt santpk* of the estiniateil 4,<KI() paretits of 
tlie t(H) kititletuaitcMi tmits. A response rate of UK) percent freni principals 
and teachcM's and eiuht\-se\en t>eri*t*nt from parcMits was ohtaitted. Th«' 
(kita were treated usttm a hictcM'i.ii anaUsis of \arianc(* program from th«' 
Statistiiiil Anf//f/\/.v Sf/vfcm iK-si^ned anvl tk-veknietl h\ Barr and C^oiKhii^ht 
and North C!arolitta State Tniversitv. Adihtional anajysis was tK*rforiiied 
tisin^ the SlieHe' teehuic|ue of multiph* ciMiipariMins. 

Summory of the Findings 

AnaKsis of tlie (kita re\eak*d (liiieu-nces between the* thr«*e ur«Mips in 
the basic (Mientations thev take* tow.ird kinchM'^iarten i'ducation as well as 
more specific diHerences on a nunihcM* of tbt* Task Items to whicli the\ 
w'«*re asked to assign priorit\. To hrieiiv sommari/e the iitidittUs of the 
stucK : 

I » Parents placed a rank \ainr ecpial to or Iii^her than did «*itb<*i of tb<* 
two professional groups on the four Task Items in the* Intellectual 
Dimension. On cute o( the* items. Knowledge <»f the Fundamental 
Processes, p.otuits diilei'ed with )M>tb groups of educators at tltc* .(HUU 
significance k-\e} hv assi^nin^ the item a much higher priority. 
crt'dence to the idea that parents c*\pect a more s>il>j(vt*matt«*r*orient(*d 
program for the kindergarten while educatcus \ic*w the p(*riod as a 
time of personal adjustmc*nt to a new* en\ irotiment. 

2) Kihicators. in Ketierah and tht* teachers, in particular, plactnl a snii* 
statttiallv hi>;her value on tht* four items in tlie Personal Dimension 
than did the partMit ^rotip. Teachers rankeil three- of tlu* ittMUs. 
Knioticinal. SeIf«(!oiieept. and Aestoetic. si^nificantK hi^Iier (all at c»r 
iHAond the* .<)():} h'\el} tlian did tlie paretits who participated in tht» 
study. Self*( !onc(*pt was also ranked si^nificantK }iii;her I>y teachers 

0^ 0 4 G 
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(i\c*r priiK't|uK. \\liil<* pitiitipals laiikcnl Piixsk.il stKiitficantK hitflH*r 
than (iicl tiMi'lu*ts. 

Thv Task itc*iiiH in the Social DinnMisiun \\t*rc* ait-tirclcHi appi'o\iiiiatc*lv 
t!ie Mtine print ttv In «*ac'Ii nl the* ^rcnips with thr nnlv stjluifiiant 
iUHerenivs uicnring wIhmi parents nuikc*(t AihiU Kdations ht^hcT than 
(ltd tcMchc*!!^ and \\ht*n principals a^i^iiuncHl a ht^Iu*! priority to (irotip 
}U*N{)onsihi]it\ th.m (ltd parcMtts. Kt^uic* ! snnunaii/t s the* diihTCMuvs. 











principals 








Teachers 


Phytficat 




Khowle<lgc 
A4ult: Hold* 
T tons 




»U.iIlty 


Self -Concept 





ltitf*rprc*tation: I'lu* gronp ahot t an it(*ni raiikc*d that ttt*ui hiuhc*r than 
the* 9{ronp uthtu'cut to it. 

FiU. 1— Snnnnary of All Siuniiicant Dillfrfiurs l^'twcvn IViiuipals. 
'IVat-lu-rs. and PariMits 

It can In* uc*iK*ral]\ statcnl. th(*n» that {itirc'nts plai .il a hi^h<*r 
priority on the* Task Itnns in the* Intellectual Dimension than did 
educators: educators \\c*r(* more* fa\oraI)le* toward iteMUs in the* Personal 
Diiimtsion than we*re* pare*nts: and. tlie* thre*e* groups \\«*re* re»lative*l\ 
in aure*e*nie*nt on tlie priority of the iteMus in the ScK'ial DiuuMision. 

•} ■ There* we*re no significant diih*re*nce*s anions principals* peTet^ptions of 
tlu* task of the* kind(*ruarteMi whe*u the*y \V(*re* cati*uori/.e*d according to 
M*\. are'a. amount of profe*ssionaI training, and the uni\e*rNity from 
whicli the principal re*ce*i\(*d his last de*ure*e*. 

5i OnI\ one significant difie*re*nc(* appe*ar(*d anion^ te*ache*rs. \VIie*u the*y 
\\e*re* cate-i!ori/.ed accordtnu to a^e*. the* younU(*r uroup of te'aehers 
plac<*d a siunificantly Iiiuhe*r priority mi the* Task !te*m Knowlenl^e* of 
the Kundauu*ntal PnK'«*sse»s than did the* older te*ache»rs. Thfre* we-re* 
no siunificant diife-re*ite'e*s amonu teae*he*rs \\h(*n the*y \ve*re* eate'^ori/tnl 
ae'cordiitjj to are*a» amount of profe*ssional training, or university from 
%\hicli the* te'ache*r re*tt*i\e*d Ijer last de*ure*es 

fi' Aue was a simtificaiit factor anionu paivnts on only one* of the* Task 
Items. The* twti ^loiips of pare*nts maU'r forty years of aue* plaevd a 
hiuhe*r priority on the* ite*nt Se*lf>( !onc<*pt than did pan*nts forty ye*ars 
cif iiiic or olde-r. 

7' \Vhe*n parents we*re cateuori/e'd accordinjx to raet*» it was found that 
\\hite*s placed a siunifieantK hiuhe'r \alue on the iteMus of Contmunica- 
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tiutt Skills am! C tti/c-tiHiitp white* ItKuks plaivd «i hi^hin \aliu* ou tin* 
Task Itt tti IMi\su .il. 

K) IWliKioiis alittiatiofi cit patt*iits n.is a siKiiiiuant i.«itor on two cit the* 
Task Items. Protc'staitt rrsixitiikuits anil tlnw with \ci (litin-h 
Affiltation ratikcHl hotli C Jti/ciishtp atu! Fhxsical si^||i{i^*alltl\ hitfhft* 
than (lid thf* (latliolii tt^siXMiilrtits. 

H> |ic*s|M>ticlt-iit«i Ml the* Ltiw tK'i'Upatitutal latt'UniA iaitkc*(I Klu»wlc-(l^^ ot 
thf Kitiulauinital FnK-fssfs siutiiii(*4iiitt\ hi^h(*r than ilid vuvh cit the 
(ith(*r thi'tH' uronps. IIha also i'ankc*cl Aduh Hc*Iati(His sipiifirautlv 
hi^hcn* than did \hv lliuh (aiitip. 

10* When the- natnt'f ni thr srhool diMriit was usnl as a xariahU* anuMiK 
p.itvnts. onf cliflfivni'f apiH-arinl. Mt'tropolitan paic*nts phtinl a sijt* 
nifiiantU Inulu-i' piituitx on the Task Item Ai'stht'tii* than did parents 
in the otiier two ^rcnlps. 

II * AntonU parents, edneational Ie\el pro\e(l to in* the most (liserinn*uattnff 
\ariahlc*. l-'imu'e 2 sunimari/es tlie diffen-nirs and shows that most of 
th" difterences w«-re In-tween resjvitulents with less th«m a hinh sehool 
edneatt«iii and thitst- wlm ti.td attended or padnateil from eolie^e. 
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lnteipri*tatiini: Same as Kiunre I. 

Low less tliau hiuh sehiMiI 

Middtf* ^ hiuli sehcMjl 

lli^ll Mime eoIIeUe or i-oIleUe ^ra(htate 

Ki^. 2-Snnmuir\ ot All Si^nifieant DiHi-renees Between Kdueational 
Snh-pnhlies ot Parents 

12' There were no simiiiitant diHerenees anlon^ parents when they wc*ri* 
late^oti/ed aceonlinu tt> se\ and income Ie\c*l. 

CoActiistons Olid implicotions 

It was quite clear th.it the* thrtu* uroiips ot respondents had si^nifieantlv 
diHer(*nt i>eric'ptioiis oi wh.it the task oi the kindergarten should he. The* 
findinKs ot the stnd\ ui\e snhstanti.il supiMirt to the earlier disensston of 
the dt\er^ent \i(*\\s which alMitind in mouern presch<N>l edneation. They 
also Ui\e support to the findioUs of earlier studies, iltseiisseil in (!hapter I. 
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that \m\v ic^Mitifttul i)iilc ic*ii(*c*s in |).irc*iits* and cuItKMtors* ptMct^ptioiisi «>t 
the* Koals of ixhuMtioii. 

It Wits aUo apparcMit that thru* \vc*tc* a iiniiiiM*r of Wisk \\vtus on \\liu*h 
thc*rc» was consulcTahtc* aKrcH*itK*iit lu»t\vcvii tht* thrtv groups* and tlit* 
tuiportaniv of sucli liiicUtiUs should not hi* o\frl<H>ki'd. A kiiKkruartfii 
program hnih around the* piiniarv piaK of IVmiv for Kno\\h*d^c* and (trotip 
Hc*sponMhiht\ . ior instanic. wouhl .ippairntK Ih* aicrpt.ihU* to all three* 
ttroitpv hir thc*\ \\c*rc* lankfd anions the* first two h\ rac*h of the* Uronps. 
AKo. the* rc*stXMi(h*nts wwc rt*lativc*K in aurtvinnit on the* priority of tlu* 
fotn* itmis in tlu* Social l)inu*nsioii (wliicli indndc»d (troiip Kc*H|)onsihiht\ ) 
tfi%ing aiiotlirr dirci*tioii iroui wliich to build a program based on a 
cHinsc*nsiis of opinion. 

Pc*rhai)s one* ot the* most iniiitMlaiit Kndin^s of this study was that, 
although tlu* thrc*(* griHips wi*rc* in <iisaKrcH*nu*nt o\c*r sc*\c*ra] of the* ^iuls 
of the kin.cU*ruartc'ii. the- diiii*i'c*ni'c*s within }{roui)s wc*rc* nc*^h^ibh*. Tlu* 
princ}p.ils and tc*ac'hc*rs wc*rc» %'c*r\ holuo^c*uc*ous groups in rc*^ard to tlH*ir 
pcTc'c*ptions. with no diitrrnuvs anionic principals and only oiu* diHrrrnir 
auionU t(*ac'lu*is. parrnt ^roup was not as hou)o^<*iu*ous as the 

cnhuator groups, hut most of the* diHrrrnciA aiuoiiu parents were seatterc*d 
ainoiu; the* sub>pnhlic s. 

These* findinUs iiidic-.itc*. first, th.it the planners of kindergarten programs 
in the state of Kc*ntuck\ slionhl c*arc*fiill\ stnd\ the e\|x*etations of both 
educators and p.u'c*nts lM*forc* dc*siuninU .1 pni^raiu for the* state or for a 
Imal school district. 

Sc*ccind. thc*re arc ob\ions iniplic*at}ons in regard to etfecttve public 
relations on the* part of the schiH>{ s\steins iii\olvc*d in building a kinder- 
uatt* ) program. It h.is lMH*n shown th.it paic*nts disagrc*<* with c*dtK*ators 
in N|M*cifte goal aicMs. If thc*sc* dii{i*rt*nc(*s aif* to Ik* allc*\iatc*d. public 
relations pro^iaiiis cilculttcd to ivchut- dis.i^reeiiient nii^ht nc*c*d to li<* 
Uiuk*rtakc*n. 

Thirch the* findinUs ha\c* iinpHcations for iiii*nihers of tlu* KinderK.irteii 
Task Force as well .is Imal cducaticmal pl.uiiu*rs. Kdiu*ators lia\'c* tlu* 
kiiowlc*dCc and c\|H-itisc* to desimi and ir.ipleiuent soiiikI <*ducatioiial pro- 
Uraiiis. Vrt. ultimately, they arc rc*s{ionsibIe to the ptiblie which thc*\ 
scr\e. i'lie succc*ss ot aii\ nc*w program can he* aiigmc*ntc*d whc*ii rc*prc** 
sentatt\c*s of .ill conit*iiied groups carefully c*\.untne thc*tr own iK*liefs as 
well «is kc«*ping appnVd of the opinions of others. 

Tlioimh tmW OIK* si^niftcant dtffereitct* was found aiiicuig teachers, that 
diffc*rc*iK'c* iiia\ ha\e rritual miplications tor the kinderuarten program. 
Youngc*r tc*achers. b\ plac ing a significantly higlu*r vahH* ou Knowledge of 
till* Fuitclaiuentai PnH'c*ssc*s. snp|HHt the* ich*as pres(*utc*d in Cbaptc*r I b% 
Kikind (p. 7). HilK-r ip. Si. and othc*rs who state that battle lines are 
sh.ip}ng up iM-twcc*n traditional kindergarten teachers who define etiucation 
as M*]f*dc*\t*{opiiu nt and the* "nt*w brc*c*d" of prc*sc*liool tc*ac'hc*rs who rc*K 
more h(*a\il\ on eNternal enforcc*nu*nt. i'lius. though the teacher group 
was a n*lati\el\ hoinogenc*ous one in n*gard to its giul perivptions. the 
oiu* diifereiicf* they do li.ivc* could dc\etop into a problem area in progniin 





plaiiiiiiiK. Wliotlu'r cm not ttic clith'ifiiiv t*^ Hiiattv tc*stiKcHl« an awamiciis 
iit the i^niflti't lt>' the p.iitt<'ipaiits Hluiiitfl \h* of somv ifHiivrii. 

rlHitiKh there were Mattered diHereiiivs uiiumii! parent siih*puhlies, 
ecltteatUMial le\el emerged at the hest prethttor til echieationat vie\vi>iiint. 
rhts (iiidtii^S a^rivs with a Ktnithir one by I)<iwiu'V in his IWi) study. 
KiiowkHl^e of tliis pattern i-onld pri>\t' to he extrenu'ly useful to sehool 
chstriets whitli lai^ht embark on pnhlit- rriatitMis pmurains to sell their 
protfratn tii kintlertfarten ediiiation. 

FiuatK« this study slionhl nuke edneatioiial plaioiers awai'e that while 
it is neec*ssar\' to seek soinc dc^^rec* of ainscnsus in the settiim of ediica* 
ttoual Koals, compk-te atfrtrnient will prohahK nexer In* aelite\iHl. It 
folltiws. theiu kindergarten pro^raiiis on iMith the state and loial lc*vels 
will In* nuirc* r|ft*iti\'e if the* \ ie\\s of all participants arc* sonu'what c*oinei* 
dcMit. 

Rccommendoftont for Furrker Reseorck 

Se\c'ral i>ossilii|ities c*\ist for fnrther resc*arc'li on Initli «i stiitc* and local 

It •%€•!. 

t)n thf slate le\el. it wtnild he interc*st:»iK tti snr\e\ the first Kradc* 
teaehers to deteiiinne what the\ lit'lic»\c» the pi-oi>c»r task of the* kinckM'KartcMi 
to lu*. Sitice tlie\ will lit* teacliiiiU the kindtMUarten ehilclren wlit> are now 
in the pihit nnits ni l*i74-7'>. tlwir lUMceptitins of how we'll the initial tfroup 
t»f c'litldien nicft their cxpet tations wonid provide some ch'tfree of insight. 

SiinilarU. and |)frhaps in confmiction with the* atoreinentioiK*d stnc!y« a 
kMmttnttinal stncU of children wliti have participated in the pilt»t mitts 
c^nnpared to tlitisc- who haNf ntit partieipaled iniKht help tti iclc*ntif\ the 
strcMiUths and wcaknessc-s of thc» pilot program. 

On the* Itnal lexeK a jKwsihility ftir research would lie as a ttillciw-np 
stnch tti dfteiniine the effect l\ (*ness of .1 pnlilic rt lations prourani to c*\plain 
the pnrixisc* tif the kindergarten \iMr tti parcMits. 

LiKal program plaimers nii^ht alsti find it stimnlatiitK and interesting 
tti ntili/c* the T.F.E. Opiuuiumnrr or an «uiaptatit>ii tif the instrumc*nt tti 
ctinchict a ctinnnnnit\ tipinitin sni\t*\. 

Finot Summory 

This stntU has uttt-mptt-cl tti assess the perccptitms tif the kint{erKarten\ 
task liehl li\ the major participants in Kc«ntnck\'s initial c^ihirt tt> cstaliHsh 
a state^with* pnhlic kintlerKarten prti^ram. It has prtividcd tti cdiicatitinal 
plannt*rs nst tnl ki«tiwlt*duf reuardinu diffc*renccs in thtist* i)ercfptttius and 
their relatitmship tt> a nnmher tif \ariahlc*s .isstK-iated with the* differences. 
It has alsti shtiwn that there are a nninlnM tif areas tif aurecMUeiit In^twcvn 
the Urtiups. 

.As ttir the* tillit*rences which were* ftinnci lii«twt*t*n tht* participants, ntinc* 
are iirectmciliahh*. With ctM>{H*rati\e planninK h\ statt* and ItK-al Iniarcls 
of c'diicatitin litcor|>oratinu a \ariet\ tif {)tisitions. sticct^ssfnl kinderuarttii 
pnturants can In- estalilishtnl thrtmuhtint the* state*. H\ hniltlinu n|>on thtisc* 
areas in which tht*re was itiinintinalitx t)f \iew])oint, the Kinelt*ruarte*n Task 
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Forcf slifiiili! Im* able* to iottiiiilatc* a statc*tiu*ut of t)u* kiiutiT|{iirt<ii s U%%k 
wlik'li wcMtlct Ih* aitt ptahU* to all Kiotips. 

The* HiKittitfs of ihv \Un\\ a\sv troii)itv sii|>i)ort tin* posttioit that )H>t 
all tank i*]i*itimt.s Khoiiiil Ih* itNisiwoml of vn\ui\ tiiipurtaiiiv hv imi^raiii 
liiiihk*i>. *riitis« a Miiipk* iMiiiiiMTattoii of task elc*itietitH is iiiMiiRcimt; 
priorttk*9i of ittiiioitaiKt* sluiuUi lit* asjittftic^il to oacli task. 

Kitiallv* the* itivrstiuation luis (k*iiioiisttatt*({ that the* UM*fuhK*KS aiu! 
IMitmtial of tlu* Tusk of Vubliv tldmatiou Opiniouuairr ami its nnm^ptUifi 
fraintniiH-k an* ti«»t IttiiittHl to a s{>trtHi- approach but. with pn)pc*r itMitrotsi, 
tail Ih* adapttnl for iim* with «»thc*r hoi*\i*v tiu*tlMHls in a \arH*t\ of srtthiKs. 
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FOREWORD 



hi llie fail ot kt*iiliii*k> iaiitichc^d a pilcil piiblte kiiiilcr^arteii pni* 
ICraiii provicIcHl tor hv tlir 1972 srsMciii cif tin* (M*m*i.il Assrinl>K\ FiiticlttiK 
wan prcivicUnl tlirotiKli tlic* Kc*tittiikv I)t*paitiiit*iit ot Kcitieaticiti for adxaiiit* 
piatiiiitiK and local .scIukiI clislrut (i|H*ialion tci di*ti*riiiiiK' iIk* iic*c'cI tor and 
tVaMhilily of t-\panflit»u tlic* pilot projrrani tcmard i'\c*ntnai state-widr 
optTatioii. As part of tlu* ad\anit* pianniuK, ttu* iVpartnicnt of Education 
i-ontraitfd witli tlu- iiurt*.in of Si*1um»I Srrvsits (!c>I!cKo of Edueatunu 
I'niwrMtv of Knituekv to di*\i*lop a dc-KiKu for and iniplmient tiit* r\aiiia* 
tion of tht- pilot program to cic-trrniine tlu* c*H(*cli\t*iM*ss of tlu* program. 
This rc-iMirt is .1 s\iitlic*sis of a ic-scMrili study in p.irtial fnlfilhimit of tlu* 
Bureau s contract. 

\\V wish to acknowtcduc tlu* contrihution n)adc hy tlu* participating 
first-grade tcachc*rs throughout Kcntticky who t(M>k the tinu* to respond to 
(tur rc(|nc*st for hc*lp. Perhaps tiicy more than an\ other group understand 
the* nc*cds of prc*-Hh<H)I childreti atu! the role tliat kindergartens might 
perform in satist\ing many of tlK*se net*ds. \Vc* salute* these* teachers for 
their ct>nct*rn for tlu* <*<hu*ational \\c*lfarc* of K(*ntu<'ky*s children. 



Tlu* Bureau of ScIkkiI St*r\ ici* 
Paul StrcH*t, Director 
Fri*d Edmotuls 
(!arl Batiks 
Dana lk*ane 
j«*ss«* (!ai>Ier 
Faurest CcHigle 
Ann Major 
Lynn M<H>re 
jot* McClorkle 
futia Fleming 






iiistniiltoiiat itnii'tioii i> i\r>iMuvil tit rflatioiiship ti> siIukiI puipiKcs. in- 
MitKlitMUii i>lMcvti\c*s. ami pupil iit*t*(Is. In this \o\ik' pupil iu*c*i!s arc* 
i(U*iittKt-(! ill the* context of mstrnrtional ol>it*('ti\t*N and iiisttuitional oh* 
|cvti\fs aif abMiactcHi truiii mIkniI pinpch* s. A pupil's lc*arniiiu uvt*i\, 
tlinrtoft\ iiia> Ik* ilc'sci j|>c*il as what he* iuHais to h*aiii iii orili*r to attain 
a s|)t*c iiic'd instiiK'iii>nat Kh|(*i'ti\c*. rnfortuiutcK . c*\v<*pt for the* ohj«*i'ti\(*s 
itihi*rc*nt in maili*ct tcvthooks. tiKt h*\\ schools m)t*ratc* with drarU sj)i*cjfit*<l 
iiiMrtii'ticinal oh|c*i'ti\c*s ami this coiulition <*oinphVatc*s tin* task (»f i(U*ntif\inu 
pupils* Icarniiiu iictnls with the ncit*ssar> prf*dsc-iu*ss. Foitunatc*I\. tht* 
Kc*ntiU'kv Kiiiclt*rt;ai ti*ii A<i\ isorv Task Korit*. in the* planniuu staut* hu* the* 
initiation ot the* pilot pio^iaius. iir\i*h>|M*(! a rathc*r (-oinprdu*nsi\(* s(*t of 
sjifiiftr tnstruitioMat ohjcitixcs for the* pilot pros^rains. Thoti^h there was 
soiiu* rrhu'taiKi* on the* part of soiui* Task Force nu*nih(*rs to sup;uest that 
the* kin(ic*rt2artcii shoiiltl Ik* siinph a rea<iiii«*ss prouraiu for the* first uracle. 
there* was ue*iie*ial ai*i'e*ptani e* of tht* assninption that the* attaituiu*nt of 
the*M* obte*cti\e*s in the* kinili*ruarteNi would re*sult in ha\in^ pupils nuicli 
iK*tte*r pre*paii*d t<» take full adxanta^e of additional siiuHilinU upon e-ntry 
into the first Oracle*. 

in adeiitioii to iisiii^ tlits se*t of Ie*ariiiiiU ohie*ctivcs as a uuide* ior 
e\ahiatiiiU the* pilot kineh*ruaitc*n promaiiis diiiinU the 197')*Tt scIuhiI ye*ar. 
the Hure*au laisetl the* tpiestion i»f lu»w We*!! the* t\pical pupil e*nte*rin^ the 
first urach* without lKne*fit of kinde*rUarte*n e*\lK*rie*iue* iiu*asHre*s up to the*se 
ohji*cti\e*s. Hh* aitsWi*r to this e}ue*sticMi wouhl pio\ieh* some indication 
of the* diine*nsioiis of the* task of the* kind<*rUai1ens in e*<|uippiim ptipils 
for the* first made*. If. for c*\anip!<*. most pupils now e-nroll in tlie* first 
Urade' alre*ad\ pisse-ssiiiU tlie* characte*ristics of '*l*Apie*ssi*s positt\e e*i not ions** 
this fact shcHild e*iiahh* kin(h*iuart«*ns to place* little* stress oti this diie*ction 
and use* tlu*ir tune* and rin*rm'e*s toward other more* ?n*e*de*d ohji-i ti\e*s. 

The* epiestion. thi*ii. for re*scarc!i purpose*s. li«*iaiiu*: What are* the 
e harai teristii' h*ai}iitit: !n*e*<ls of t\pical e*iit<*rinU ftrst-j:ra(h' pupils-* 

77ie Hi s4 an'h A/# Oiodolonti 

A simple* ie*se*arcii destmi was de*\e*lopi*<l for this stniK. First, a 
que*stionnairi* was de*\e lope*d to he* ((Mnpl<*t«*d h\ a re*pre*se*ntati\ i* sample* 
of lvi*ntuck\*s fiist iiiaeh* teacht*is. (Se*e' Appe-ndiv A.» This <|U<*stioniiairi* 
was ele-siuned to obtain thi*si* teachers* j>i*rci*ptions* ot how the*ir typical 



* Trathcrs* j>« n I ptioits i»f pupil nei iU are* \aljd iTitrrla of nre d. afti*r all. e*\e n 
it "t<*sts** wi rr a\ailahli-. t<'ai'hi'ts uiiist rcmh r final judunie tit. alut the* lu*t n'sult 
wittild piohahK 1m- tin* saittr. 





Hi*Ht*^i.ul«* i l.issi s urtictaltv st.iiul tit t«*t.itioii to thf sti ot ItMrtitti^ ohjt»ctt\fs 
sti|k:K«*stc*(! ii\ tilt* VUiMUx task i''oti't\ Hfi'.inst* tin* iiujor v.iiiatioiiN in 
pupil tiivils arc likfK tin* ivsuh at ov u»latt»(l {a thf fiohoiiiu i'iiaiai1t*nNtu'% 
<rf Xhv ptipils \nn\\i\ tlif it^spoiuHiti; t(Mi'lit*is wviv askf«l to idfiitiiy tlif 
IfVfl <it homv tM-tiiiuiiiv ot tilt' jMtpils u|>oii ulititii tlif\ \hi>vd tlifir assfss* 
intents of ItMiiiiiiu iirtnis. 

SfiiniilK. a ifpitst iitalivt* Namplt* ot iiist-uraiK* ttMrlwrs was al»>tiail«Hl 
tnnn X\iv appioxiiiiatt* total i»t 2. >H) Hist i»ia*Jf tiMvlifis iti Kfiitii( k>\ This 
sample* liK'IiiiK'il a ttMrluT in at Ifast out* siliool tii alt Knitiickv sriiool 
tltstiit'ts. (Ill iiistiii'ts with tiKUt* than two t*liuihlc* si*hools. c*\c*r\ othrr 
sihtMil w.is listoil tor ttMi hfr i-ontai t.) A t|iit*stjoitnairt* was tlit-ii inaitt*(l to 
tilt* pritH'ipals of tilt* ih-simiatfci siIumiU with tht- ivtpifst that this principal 
ask out' first Uiailt* ttMi-hfr tt» i4»inplt*tt* aiui rftinii tin* <pit*sti(iiiii«iirc*. 
Tliift* hnnchfil ont- kM)1^ iisahh* ipu*stit»nnaiit*s. rt*pivst*nttnu (>(i.f> |>t»ri»ont 
i>f till* total saiiiph*. \\v\v rt1tinH*tl in tinit* for proifssiiiU for this rfjxirt. 

The Response Doto 

rht' it'sponsf ct.iti* lol.itfil to thf ffoiioinii- cKissifiiation ot t*iit(*rtnu 
titst<r.ii!t' piiptls air tahlt*cl in Appt^ndix li: ho\\t*\t*r. tht*sf data art- trratfd 
in this sfi'tioii «'rahh* 2> tor pinj>ost»s of (irawiiiu itnK^lnsiuns. Tahlf L 
uhiih follows, thsplavs thf ii*sponst» tiata troin tin* total sainph* j\ lM)V 
i>t filst*ma<lt' Irai hris 

Tahlt* 1 inthi'atfs that ot tlu* iOl tfai Iuts it sixintlini:. 39, or VM) 
|M-ri^*nt. it*poiti»tl that "Almost All Pupils" th«\ haxf had Wfr<* pfri't*ivt*<l 
to alrt*ad\ i)i»sst*ss tht* iharai tiTtstti **Aiit*pts aiitl adjusts to MKrt*ss and 
faik ot stun'ss" w}u»ii tlifv nitt r tin* fiist-i»iadf, ( .'onxrisoK . onK thift* 
trarlwrs d.O ptMitMiti ifportt»«l that "Almost \o l*npils" havt* tht» saint* 
I haiai'ttTistir. ft. itlcra. 
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WliiK* r.ilili- I aiutNui thi- iis|Hiusr ci.it.i tor the* t<ital itJM-^iaiU* trailin 
vitiipic*. lablt* '2 u*pit*st*iit\ a uMiiaii^*iiic*iit ot \hv saiiii* data tor alistrailiiii; 
luraiiittji; tnnii tlii* ilata. In tliis tal)U' llif ti\f iMTifitlaUf rIaHsilitatunis 
("AltiitM Ni> Pupils" 'WlMiiit 2.V;." "AlHiiit ."itv; " -Alxiut TV*;.." anil 
**AliiMt\t Air.) \ui\v Ih*!*!! I'OiiipifsMH! into two pni'c*iitai;c* i*laNM(ti*ation>; 
tl "iO'*, au(i TVltM)*', . riiis was «lotn' ar!»iti.ii il\ to «lu Itotomi/f xhv tiMilins 
into two ptHips; our uioiip whiisc* i lasM-s arc* puHioniiitaiitlx i*tinit)oscHi 
of pupils who aluMiix ))osm*ss thr iliar.Ktftistus (TVHHI' , > atu! Xhv oXhvr 
Uroiip whti txpiiallx haxc cutiTiiiU rlasM's in xxliiili at ItMst halt it)»50**;.i 
thf pupiU laik thf iliaraitriistii-. It wtiuUt mviu itMsoiiahh* to asMUiic that 
it t(*ai'lH*i% lia\c* as iitaux as half thrir pupils xxho not {)oss«*ss a Uixc*n 
chaiai'tcMistU'. tliat c harat tri jstic xxoulcl haxr to be- aiionlfil i-onsul«*iali!o 
xxrittht anil adniturii in iustnutional pio^iannniuu. ('onxc*i'M*K, tt as nianx 
as 7V\* of cntt'iiou ptipils alrcMiU jxissfss tljr i haraitfj istk'. thr tcMihcM- 
xxoulii ht* ahlc* to uixi* proi>oi1ioiiat«*Iv loss tiuii* anil attnition to tliat 
I'haiaitfiistii' xxhilf loiuiMitiatiuu rHorts in li(*lpsiiu pupils aitiutrc* otlitM 
ui*ch1c*<I tharac tt i islii s. 
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I'alilc* 2 siitms tli.it tiic'ic* .III* iiiiK m*\c*ii c liai.icic*iiMii*s wiiiili imiic* tium 
.1 tlM|citlt\ III the* lrs|Kiiiititm tt.iciit is |ifUft\c*ti «i\c*l III tlif*ii pupils 

III |Hi!iHt*Hs and wliic'li. tlu'irtciic. slioiilcl uipiiic* tlic* IcMst piouiaiiiiiilim 
fliipliaskifi ill tlH* ftisl ^racic*. TUvm* au*: nii rank ohIvi ciftc*iiittiic*ii In tlH* 
si/v nt till* tfac'iic*r itia|tirit\ *; 

I ? K\prc*sM*ii( |MiMti\c' cMimthMK :.it(c*rti<iii. pltMsiiicv s\iiipatii\. Iiiiiikii. c ti.> 
2t .Sliaic's With citlic'is 

•t) Kiiitns pattic'ipatiiiU in sttir\'t(*lliiiu. <!iaiii.iti/«itioii. (hincinu. cti . 

Sliiiwfi aclc'«|ii.itf cic*\c*lopiiic*nt III uiMss motor ii1s\itifs iininiini;. jniiip* 
tiitf. lialaiiiiMi;. rW.) 

Acxi'pts .llic! .icljlists to siii'c c'ss «iii(! Lcl ol sill cess 
Hi Hc*ciiuui/c*s .nid i'aii ii«iiiic* editors 
7* l*ia\s «nt«i works writ in a uioiip. 

Tatilf 2 would s««::: to indttatc* tiiat the* i«*pic*M*ittat:\c* s.iiiiplc* ot fiiM' 
i{racic» tcMriH*is asvc*ss ii\c*r li.ilt ot tiM*it ciitrrinu pupils lac kinu in r(*i.iti(iii 
to till* otiirr .'U i'li.itac'tciistiis. (^iiiss tlHiimii tliis lo^ii' and asM*ssiiH*nt 
prcHtiliiif is. it would Mi-Ill to pro\idf stioni« f\idfiiiv ot tin* iic«*d lor 
kiiidc*ri*artrii piiim.oiiiiiiim in Kc*iitiu'k\. 

Talilc* t ic'pic'sc iits a i.iiik-ordfr distiiiHiti<in ot pupil iH*(*ds Imm'iI ii|>on 
tiic* iHi>noniic classification of pupils. This laiikiiii: w.is a(iiic*\(*il ii\ 
wc*ii;litints (he* tc*ailic i .isvc*ssiiic'iits li\ a tc*\c*rM* orcicT factor. (St*(* Ap|M*iicli\ 
K. rahh*s fill tiMc her asM'ssiiimts li\ cn'oiioiiuc classification.) 'rii.it is. 
the* tiitiulh'r ol tcachc*is ic*s|)ondiiiU in the ".almost .\lt I'lipils" culiiinii Was 
niultiplic*cl i>\ L the* iiiinilM*r rcs|ioiicliuu in tlu' "AlMiiit TV', ** iidiiinii li\ 2. 
tin* iiutiilic*! ii's|xiiicliiii> III the* ".\iMiiit 2V , " cohiiiiii b\ I. .iiicl tlu* iiuiiiiM*r 
re*s|)otidinU ill tin* 'V\!in<»st \o i'lipils" colniun liv \ and aiSUie*UatinU tlM*M* 
ic*sultH. Thf laiikinus WeMi* then dc*ri\eH! I>\ .issimiiii^ a rank ol I to the* 
lar}2c*%t tut.il. a tank of 2 to the second laiUest tot.ii. e*t ce*teia. throiiish a 
rank assiunuient ol .IS. rliiis the eh.ii.icte*rtstic ranked I hIioiiIiI Ih* iiite*r* 
prc*ti*d to Ih* (In* ch.u.ic teristic which. .iccordiiiU In the* ic*s|)oiiilini« ti*aciie*is. 
luost eiiteriiiU fsis(-i*i.M!e* pupils iii*e*e!. et cetc*ia. 111111111*11 i.iiik iS. which 
Woiihl ie*pr**sent the c hai.ieleristic thc*se* tcichris leet is least iN-ecl<*cl mh 
.ilie*ad> |)osst'ssee|i }i\ f*iiteiinU ijist-m.ide*rs. 

riiouuh (he hilliilMis o| te.uheis ie|)oitiiiU llieii pupils in (he li\e 
e*eoiuttiitc c l.isMfn.itioiis aie <;ui(e \.irialile* laii \ ol onl\ 7 in the '* \ii l>e- 
pri\c*cr* c.itci*oi\ et»iiipaii*d to an \ of |(IS in the "MiM*d. Mori* l)epii\ed* 
i«roup( till* lankiiiU iiie*thiM! helps lo intninit/e* the* tinpoit.inee* of the *»i/v 
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BEST COPY AVAiUBLE 

Tlir S|MMiiii.tii It.iiik Oifiri I tiiirlatioii itiiiiiiil.i^ i*iiiplti\c*ci (ci 

•iMt*iljiti tlif iclilioiisiiips iN't\\ci*ii aiui aiiuHiK flic rankings fim\cHl in 
Table riij«ii priHiiiil-itic)iiH*iit coiifhilioiial Ifihiitquc' .pio\ulc*s a in* 
rflkiriil of - I to - !; • I it the uiiiiparcfi laiikiiiKs wvw fxacllv alike. - I 
if tlifv were* fvailly ifXtTMnl. 

Tlic tollfiwiiiu iiialiix shows the* St>cMMiiaii ilio KH-Hiririils. Tin- "Kco- 
iioiiitr (^roiip*' iiirtiiU'is (fop aiici siilv licMciiii^s) iiumii; 

1 All t\-oiioiiiuall\ iIc*i)ri\iH{ pipils 

2 := All pupils avc*raKc* or alMi\c* cH-oiioiiiiralK 

.) ^ \|oir piipiK clc*pti\rc{ tliaii a\rniKr or aiNi\r fx-oiioiiiirallv 
4 — McHV piipiU a\c*raur or aUixr tliaii iU'pri\c-(i c*i'<iiioiiiiiail\ 
_ Pupils .iIniiiI f\riily <!iviclcMl cH-oiHiiiiiiallv. 



Ki-otioiiiii- (.roup 
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Tlif alhixr inatriv sliows a i-oclfsrii-tit of ..'Mi iK*t\\ct*ii tin- rankings of 
rioiiotiiir(;roiip ! (All l)(-pri\rcl Pupils) and ctiHioinu- Uniiip 2 (All AvrraK«' 
or Aliovc->. a n-laliousliip of .7! lM't\\rc*ii cr<iiiouiii (troiip I (All IX*pri\c*cli 
ami ntiiiouiic (iroup X ri i*(*lrra. 

Table* •) ami liir rtH-Hii irul matrix show tlir following .saticiil i)oihts: 
i ' TtMi'lic-rs who lia\f all ciouoiiiiialK fic*pri\(-ii pupils ((.roup I) cliti«*r hi 

tiifir assfssiitcMits most (.:Ki' from tcMrlu-rs of pupils who arc* «ill avcTai^c- 

or alN>\r ccoiioiiiii allv ((tioiip 2). 
2' Tt*arht'is of all chouoiiucmIK lii-prixctl pupils tCtrcuip I) aui«*i* the* most 

1.71 > with tcMrhc-rs of iiit\c*cl c*c oitomic rlassi*s hut with more cl«*pri\«'<l 

pupils than a\c*iauf or alNi\c* oiiomirallx ((a'oup 'h. 
'\' TcMchcTs of pupils who arc* all a\c*iauc* or .lixixc* c*f'ouoiuif'.ii!x ((•itiiip 2i 

aurc-c* the* most (.7C)» with tc-arlu-rs of rlasM*s in which pupils aic* aiNiiit 

«*\c*ii]x tisxiih'd <*c oiiomicallv ((troiip .i>. 
•t • TcMrlic*is of i lasscs ill which pupils arc* Uc*iic-rallx more* i]cpri\«*<l eco- 
nomic. ill\ ((troup '\* .lUrcc the- most in thc*ir iic-c*ii asM*ssiiic-iits \.S:\) x\itli 

tc*.u hcis ot rl.isscs ill which pupils arc .ilNMit c*vc*hlv iiixich*i! c-coiiuiiiicallv 

((•roup 



I 



tiK* oiilv (<H-f{i( ifiit ImIou till- .05 \v\v\ of statistical siiftiificaiK'c, 



."•i TcM(llC'l%«i| iKiiM S III v\liuli pupils .ilr ImIVhI tillt li.l\f IIMMr at nr .iImi\c- 
tlif axfiaur fiiiMiMiiM l «C.niiip |i aUHi- tlir iimM ^utli ttMiht is 

h'AW |!MHips ot pupils .llNMit C \t lll\ lii\ic!c'(i CHOllOlllK.tIK .Caoiip 

Wliilf tlir StMMriiiaii rank oulvr ioiitlatiiMi pMi\Klcs a incMsinr iA 
stati.stual iclatioiisiiip ot uiic aiia\ nt laiikiiiUs to aiuitlu i aiia\ ol lankinUs 
(f U . tlif tola! iaiik«iiuiri ol I'l ailM i i.ioiip I to the- tola! laiik ouli i «it 
IVilillcr (iioiip 2 It l!ot ^ not ihiluati tlif it lahoiiNiiip ot tin laiikiiiu ot 
two Ututips ol trarlu-is on c ac li ( liaiac tnistn l liat is. wliilf it has Ihi h 
clctenntiuHi that tlic icIatioiiNlup ol itir tntiic- laiikinc oulc i ol Tcailiri 
Croup I to TtMiluT (.loiip '1 IS ol tilt* oiiii r ol . «». t!i«' rc lationsliip ol 
rankings ol tlif two Uioiips on "Atrc-pts aliii adliistN to siih^-a ainl lack ol 
siicv(*ss'* is unknown to tins |>oiiit. 

Tiihlf I takrs tlic ilata ticMtitirnt pnnt-ss one* step laitlic i and pioxulcs 
a statistical puiiiir ol the laiikiiiUs ol pupil iic-cmU uI two uioiips ol tc-atlu is 
(UnHit^s 1 ami 2' in te rms ol tlir intinflatioiislups ol t atli ol the- tliiit\ (*i^lit 
pupil cliaiaitfrisiiis. TIm m' two tc aciu-r mmtps wt rc iIiom-ii iHtaiisc tin ir 
piipti {lopulations aif MtMiHi"; tliat is. fitlifr all ciiinomit alK cU'prixcil 
((•roup I* or all a\c*iai»c* or alNixc- rconoinicalK i(>ioiip 2». wlulc* tlic otli.*i 
KCMilirr uroiips lia\f "inivil" pupil ptipulation. Tahlf I slioultl liflp to 
show thf rxtc'iit m| i.utkinU aUrcvinc nt iK'lwcfii the two uioiips on t arh 
tif tlif thiit\H«iuiit tliatatlrristii' lc*arniiiU hcmmU. 
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ralilc I simws llii- UMMlcsl .cuuciiifiit U'twcfii tlif two unmps cit 
t%Mcliri> cHvniit«ii oil *<M»sc'i\is s.ilct\ lulfs aiui uiitlrist.imJs thf itMMiiis 
Icir tlw rulfs" .2T i) tm i.icinp I .iiu! lor (.rtitip 2) .iiul llit' UrraU-st 

clismu-c-tiioiit CHI .anstiulfs iiiiicisitv .ilniiit thiiiijs aiici plif wn»i i" 

till* fiKirciiiiiiriit rl.O tor Croup 1 .iiul MA) Un Croup 2». Simply iiilf-r- 
pivtfil. tins sliows llf sp«H ilu clillniMitrs of tiMilic-i i>firrptioii cit pupil 

iMfils iH'twrc ii iwo clisliiiitK dith'ifiit ctoniMiiic i; p> iil pupils ftitc*riiii« 

tlif first ur.i(lc*. 

CoiKlMtioiis 

I'Uc liat.i protlncfcl h\ tlw irsi>oiisfs of llir .'WM first )irM\r Knituck\ 
tcMcluTs c*tut>!c- till- follow inu ctituiiisioiis to c iiirri:c". 

i • \s ;>ficvi\cti li\ tcMiliris. tin* ri-oiiciiiiii- itiiiciiticiiis iia\r a iiiaior Hitit 
titititi the- hMMiinu uvt^ls «if riitfriiiK iiist i:i.iclris. Tiiciiiuii tlits oiii- 
cliiHiciti ina\ not Ih* siirprisinu to ritliri kiiiiU*rUiii tt-ii or tirst-uiaclr tcMC-li- 
CMS. it slioiitcl not Ik- takrii liclitK in cuiriciitiiiii plaiiiiiiiU aiici iiistiiirtioii. 
Konicihiir t niiciilioics woiiiil sc*i-iii to iia\r llir urcMtt*st tufliiriict* on 
pupils* iiMiiiiiii: iic-iils ill iliaraclrristic's asMK'iat(*il with iiiritisitv, con- 
cmi for citltrrs. hc-altli lialiits. iiiitijti\f and iiiiatfiiiatioiL and m-Kh-oii- 
ti'pts. (Tliis iniliinic c- n|xiii tlir otiirr diaradcTistiv iicc-ds uiav U- drtrr- 
niiiH*c! liv rcMdiiii: upward in TaMr 4.) 

2' II our aecrpts tlir piipil*it«*(*d assisMiifitts oi tlir stud\ sample* rUU 
tcMi'licTs) as r 'iiiK rc'prrsrntativr of tlic- appro\imatr total of 2. U(i 
Hrst-uradf tc-ac tiers in Kc-iitiul\\ tlif follow iiitf prioriUj onirr of iminl 
UiTils may Ik- assnmcHl for Kfiitntky: (Prffact' cafli .statcnifnt witli 
" I'lir typical fntcritiis first isradr pupil luvtis to Ifarii to;**) 

1. Work well inclc'iMMidc-iitly 

2. IV tiiiir wc-ll 

\ Work c atc'fiilK and accnratriy 
1. Iastc*n .uid follow instriKtions 

\ I iidrrstaiid siinplr concvpts of tiinr. wiMtiirr. Iiciw tliiims rliaii^r. 

11. rndrrstaitd inatlu-iiKitical i-onci-pts of simple- rrlationships (iiiorc** 
less. iaiuc-t-smallcT. tallri-siiortcr. inorr tiiait«frwrr than, as tnan\ 
as. ftc-.» 

7. |}iAc*lop an ach*c{iiatr attention span 

S. IV\c !op adfcpiate skills in disiriiiiiitatinu amon^ written s\iiiImiIs 

9. KeniettilM-r iin|Hiitaiit information 

to. f'Apiess ide.is tisiiiU .iit media 

if. (:cinip.ire .iiid tlassif\ olijeets h\ sha|H% size, texture, nse. etc-. 

12. I'Apiess awareness cif lMMiit\ in en\ iroimic*iit 

i.). Siiiu witli ade(|iiatc- attc-iition to tempo, tone, and \ohiiiie 
1 i. i}e\elop ph\sical de\teiit\ in fine motor .i4li\ities 

15. IVrsist in efforts 

• Hi Show initiati\e and iiiiauiiiatiott 
17. iX*\el<ip achtpiate skills in anditor\ discriniiitatton 

0 V 5 




IV DiAf-liip .itii*«|iiati* %«Haliiilai\ with wltiili to f\pt€*v% UU*us 

i^l. Kc*«tlUlll/c- .itlti IMtlH- Mllipti' UlHIIIN'tllt* ftirillN 

(>|>lll|C»ttS. ailti pi4l|1«*ll\ lit tilltC*|N 

21. <>l»s4-i\c' s.ilft\ nilfs and iiiicti i static! tlu- ummhi Im mhIi iiiIis 

22. Fiaiiur UtMHi lualtli lialiits 

2i. Atn-pt i«*>|)iiiiMliiiit\ fi»i tin- wt lfaii-ti! %»tlit !s 

2t. I lilic*tMaiui Cl||C*-tc»-«»llf i*CI||1|*H||«i|ui«.|,t(. Ill lll.itiH'lliatUN 

2*. Kxpu-NN tit'Uatl\t' (iimtitiiis .Iimi. aii\tc*t\. (iiiMiattciit. iicMl)it\. vU\* 

i!i acifptalitt* \\a\N 
Zii. SiM-ak ciistiiK tU 

27. Ktitfi\ IiMt-iiiiiU to \ariciliN kiiaU oi iiiiiMt- 
2V l>c\c]c»|) a |>iistts>r attitiitif t«i\\arti ItMHiiiiu 

2^1. S|>CMk III M'lttl-lKC'N 

Ul. iX'iiHiitstiatc' iuiii>Mt\ aiNHit tiitiiUN and |>iic iioiiiciia in tlit- t-n\ji<Mi* 

UU'lit 

tl. lX*\f!cip |>liSltt\f SfIf-ttHUt*ptN 

>2. I*ta\ and wmk \\t*tl tn a Utcinp 

\.\. itfcouiii/f aiici iiainr itiiciiN 

il. Imi|o\ paitit ipatihu in Nti>r\ tt iliiiu. dtaniati/aticiiK damtiiu. tir. 

i*. Attt-pt .iiid adiiist tfi MU'tt-SN and tlit- tat k <ff Mit tt'ss 

Mi. lli>\i |iip pliwiial dt*\tc'iit\ III uiiiss iiH»tcii aitnitic-s 

tT. Sliaii- witii I it tie 'IN 

IV I'Apit-NN |)«iSltl\i- C'tlKitloliN .iH«*«tlc»n. pItMMIM'. NMIIpati|\« illlllHil. 

••tf • 

\ If tlif .IS c liatac tt'iistus indc-cii «t pii-M iit tlmsi- traiiaiiU ci}i}«itl\c-N \\liic*li 
sfiiMiIti in- tc'iidi*tl pi Hit tti c iiti\ into tin' fttst tftadc-. tins stiitK •|i.iitH'- 
iilail\ iIm- tiata ni Talilf 2 lotihtiiis tin tM^-d (ot tlir iMabtiNliiiinit «it 
kindftuaitt iiN Ml Ki-iitutk\. \n i.inu as tli«* tiadsticinal cA{ii-«tattiMiN n| 
what thf itist ci.idf shoiiki .utmnphNh m mam. iii\t utadc- t«MilH*i\ will 
Im* pit-NM*«l mtii pici\idiiiu ptfiCiahiN that t um c ntiat** in tin* ai<MN i>l 
ifaditiu and iiiatiic'tnatu s with the c o!iw i|MtM|, that tiNi httk- turn* will 
tAiNt i4ii tfitdiiiu tiMiniiiu iih|i'c ti\c*N -•'*a«'M-ttt<'c| hi iIh-m- dS thaiac- 
ti-ristits. Kiiidfiuaitc'iiN ci>n!d h<*lp chiidifi lu iIm- a(<|MiMti*>ii ci| thi'M- 
h-aintiiU c hai.ic tt-iistii \ and thus riiahk* thc tn tit Ih* in lH*ttf*i imsitMiii 
ti> take full ad\ant.iUi' nl c oiitiiinmi! «'«hic .itiim 
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APPENDIX A 
SURVEY INSTRUMENT 



.1 



Listfil Mow iitv Mniif fltsinlilr c-tiintiniMl. mki.iI iiilrllcdiial. .iinl IicmUIi 
i liaraiirristk s ol sotiiitf i lnUiu*ii nitniin: the* Kist maiK\ YiMi arc asked to 
a!iM'5if» iIm' tAtfiit ot iIhm' (iiaiarlcTisttis in tlu- t\pical first tfrach- rlasM-s 
\itii lia\t» liacl. Hc-«tHil asM ssiiit iits li\ t iu liiiu flu- appropriate iiiiiiiIh-i 
aM^iriiiiiu Ui tlu- lolloumtf Irs. i'iulv tlit* nuiiilH i that most maiK ifp« 
r«*M«iits \ciiir asst'sMiit'iits. ' 

1 Altlinst all pupils |Xissi*ss tills i li.iiai tc*t istit* 

2 = Alniiit T'l'*; nt pupils {vissi'ss this riiaiartt*ristir 
:\ zi .Mniiit ."V)''.' lit pupils ptissfss this iliaiai tc*tistii' 
I . Almut lit piipi' . |iu*isfss this i liaraitcTistii- 
* r Prai'tii.ilK III! pupils piissfss this tliarat tcnstii* 

iiMoriosM. \t \n ni n 

1. Aitvpts auc! atljiists to sii(ii«ss aii(! lark 

of sUtll'ss I 2 i J 

2. l\\pi rsM's |Xisiti\i* run it inns (afh'i tinu. 
ph*asuir. s\iiip.ith\. hiiuiur c*tr.> I 
i'!\pic*ssfs tircati\c» riniitiiiiis 'irar. 
au\u*t\. aiiUi'i. frustratiiiti. hiistilit\. 
i'tr.» til arrtpfuNt \\a>s I 
Displays ]XKiti\c* sc*Ii-( iMi(t*pts i 

SiK'IM. M \n lUlY 
\ Sfiart*s Willi utliris ! 
ft. Ari'«*pts ic*spiiiisi|iiht\ (m urltan* 

<rf UtIttTS I 

7. tUsi'Hvts tiic liulits, iipiiiiiiiis. auc! 

prii|M*i1\ of iithi rs I 
S. lMa\s and wurks ufll in a Uiotip I 

IVIllLUm WL SKILLS 

^1. ijHt«*iis and folliiws instiiu'tiiins I 

Has adc-i|Uatc* attc titiuii span I 

IVrsists ill I'Hnrts I 

Works i .urinlU .lud .li t iti.itc*K I 

TsfS tiiiir urll I 

Ki»iin*iiiiK*rs iiii|)urtaiil tntniinatinn I 

SImiws |>«isiti\i* attitndr tnward hMriiiiii; h 

Works \\c*ll iiidc-iM*iidc*iit!v I 

Shows iiiittati\(* and tiiiaCinatioii ! 
Has adc*i|iiatc- \iKai»ular\ and lan 

tAprc'ss idcMs 1 

S|HMks in sriitniirs I 
Has ach-«|Uatc* aiiditiHA disc riininatiun 

skills I 
Has adi*i|iiatc* skills ni liisniiiiiii.itiuC 

ailloilU wittlrii ssuiimls I 



Itl. 
II. 
12 
IV 
14. 

n. 

Hi. 
IT 
IV 

hJ. 
2tl. 

21. 



.') 

am 

.•» 
.1 



ERIC 



\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 

\ 
\ 
> 

\ 
\ 

\ 



;)0078 



S|MMks cljstnictK 
21. Kc'<tii;iit/c's ,1111! (.Ml ii.iiiii Miiiplf 
U<*iMiH*tiU' iiti ins it lit It*. M|iiaic*. 
iHHtaimlf. tiiaiiult*. i'iii\t'. vU\\ 

24. I iitit'rstaiitls cnicMcHint' tiiMcsixMiciciitv 

2\ I'tltlcTSt.llKls nullic iiMlif .li <^M»«^'pts 

ut Miiipit* irlattoiisiitp*^ uiuMi' lfSN, 

iarct-r Miiatit*r. talItT sliorlcM . iiioic tli.ih. 

Ifwc'i tiiaii. .IS niaii\ a^. c*tt'.t 
2ii. Dt'iiiotistiatfs i'iiijcisj|\ alNiitt tliiiitf*ii 

ami plit'iHiiiH'iia in tiit* liiMiintMit 
27, rmlrislatals siniplt* t<i(itrpts of Ijiiit*. 

WtMtiltT. tliilh's liatil^r. fit . 

25. (!aii tiniipaif aiiti t i.i stt\ til»it*i'ts li\ 
siiafit-. M/f. li'Xtiirt*. iisf. t'tf. 

:\i:sriii:nc nixiiiA )i \//: v 

2*1. K\pM-sst's a^x.iK'iK'Ns <il IkmiiI) 

ill c*ii\nniiiiii lit 
til. Kniiixs Cistriini);: In \aiiiMis kiiitU <i( tiiiisjt 

M. Sjtms Willi aiicM|||.|tt' .llttMllMMl tci 

It'tllt)!!. lollC. .||«i \<Ml||||f 

'\2. Kt*ttimij/t's .met t*a:i i.iiiir t<il<irs 
•)•}. KxpifsMS jtic.is iisin^ 111 iiit'cija 
•M. Kiiitiw paitit-jpatiiii* ill M<ir\- 
tc*lliiiU. tir.iiiiati/ati. 11. <i.lll^ill^ 

UEALTll. SM i:n\ IflYSUWL lini CMIOS 
.n. Siiows atitt|iiatc* c!fifliipiat*iit in cross 

iiiolor at'tnitifs finriiim. jiiiiipiiiU. 

iMiaiit'iiiu. fit » 
iff. Sliows atic*i|ii.it> fic-\riopiiit'iit tii fine- 

iniilor a(lj\iti( % «:i',it'iim. iiKiiiipiilalion 

of small ol):«-t ts. t U j 
•C IVacliit's lit-altli liahits liiaiulwasliiim. 

iiiitiitioii. rriisliiim ti'c-lli. fit' I 
.]S. ()|ist'i\t-s s<U-t\ lilies ai><i iiiidc'islaiitls 

liu* rc'.isoiis for tlu- rules 

Voiir St III Nil 
St III Mil Distill 1 






V ofi/r/ III till* t«ilii>\\hiv N^ltiiii iM*st (Icm'IiIns llir 


I' 


All cHiMiiitiikaiK f!f'pn\c*(i 


.1 , 
«* 


All .l\l*l*mr III .tlhiXr I'l itlioiMh 


.}) 


KiiMii>iiik.ill> iiii\i*ii uiiMtp witii ii:iiir i/i f'iiti ^/ tli.iii 
.i\rt\iCr or .iInixi' 


1 


luiiimtiikaiK tiiixrii Cioiip witli iimn* a%rui^t oi 

ii/nMi IIliII lU'pltXC'ii 


\ 


l'A'iiiH>iiiK'.i!l\ niixiii uiiiiip .iliiMit tii'iihj tliiitliti 
In tWiH'ti ctrpllMil .ilici a\rl.iCi' <ii .ilHi\r 



iiiMM' it'tiiiii til. hitic'.iti III SriiiHil S«*i\ur 
i i»]|i'Ci* ot I'Miiriiliiiii 
riii\i'isit\ 1)1 Ki'itttK-k\ 
LiAii<tuii. KiiitiK'k\ Hr>IIH 

(M'lt-.iiicilrHM'ii st.tsii|M'cl i*ii\r!ii|lf' pi<i\u!i'i!' 



APPENDIX B 

RESPONSE DATA TABLED ACCORDING TO THE ECONOMIC 
CUSSIFICATION OF PUPILS 
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